Corrected Version as of February 18, 1994

Ozone/Carbon Monoxide Programs Branch

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Office of Air Quality Planning and
Standards
Research Triangle Park, NC 27711

ED_002666_00001146-00001



ii

ED_002666_00001146-00002



CONTENTS

Page
L ST OF TABLES i i i i i et e et e ceennacaennaaeens v
ST OF FIGURES . e i it e i aanaens vi
ACRONY M L i e e e e e e vii
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY .. i i e et 1
1.0 INTRODUCTION . . i i e et ceearncennnacans 3
1.1 T 7 5
2.0 CALCULATION OF POST-1996 TARGETLEVELS . ... ... o i i 7
2.1 Calculation of Post-1996 Target Level(syof Emissions . ........ ... .. 0. L. 7
2.2 Example Calculation of Post-1996 Target Level(s) ... oot 13
Calculation of 1999 Target Level of Emissions .. ... ... i 13
2.3 Conditions Permitting Less than a 3 Percent VOC Emission Reduction ........... 16
3.0 ATTAINMENT DEMONSTRATION REQUIREMENTS ... .. . o it 17
3.1 Modeling Requirements for Attainment Demonstrations ....... ... ... ... 17
3.2 Special Air Quality SHualions .. .. ... i e e e {8
Areas Requiring Emission Reductions in Addition to 3 Percent per Year .......... 18
Mudti-State Nonattainment Areas ... i e i 18
States ncluded in More than One Modeting Domain . ... . ... ... . oo, 19
International Border Areas .. ... e e e 19
Areas with Dillering Required Allainment Dates . .. ... ... o oo it 19
Exceedances Monitored within a Modeling Domain Due Primarily to

EmissionsinAnother Domain ... ... .. i i 20
4.0 NO EMISSION REDUCTIONS .. i i e et cee et ceean 21

4.1 Substitution of NO, Emission Reductions for Post-1996 VOC Emission
Reduclions . vttt it i i e 21
4.2 Calculation of Post-1996 NO, and VOC Target Levels of Emissions . ............ 21
4.3 Creditability of Pre-1996 VOC and NO, Reductions .. ............. ... ... ... 29
4.4 Example Caleulation of Post-1996 VOC and NO, Target Levels  ....... ... .. .. 30
Calculation of 1999 Target Levelsof Emissions ... ... ... i i i ios. 30
5.0 CONTROL STRATEGIES .. i e et e st e enancaaonne 35
5.1 Mandatory Requirements .. .. .. . i e et 35
Serious Nonattainment Area Requirements ... ... . i, 35
Severe Nonattainment Area Requirements .. ... .. . e 40
Extreme Nonattainment Area Requirements ... .. ... i .. 40
5.2 Additional Control Measures ... ..o i i e e e 41
5.3 Emission Projectionsg . . ... it e e e e 42
Growth Factors . ... i et et e nn i acens 43

5.4 Relationship Between the Post-1996 Rate-of-Progress Plans and Other
Provisions ol the ACl . ... . i i e e e 47
Multiple Projection System . . ...t i i e e e 48
5.5 Feonomic Incentive Programs . ... ..ottt i e 49
5.6 Contingency Measures . . ... i i i e e 49
5.9 Long- Torm Control MEASUres - - .+ v oo v e e 51
5.8 New Technologies {or Extreme Ozone Nonattainment Areas ... ...... .. ..o, 53

iii

ED_002666_00001146-00003



6.0 POST-1996 RATE-OF-PROGRESS PLAN AND ATTAINMENT

DEMONSTRATION SUBMITTALS AND DOCUMENTATION ... ... ... . ... 55
6.1 Post-1996 Rate-of-Progress and Atfainment Demonstration Reqguirements . .... ... 55
1990 Adjusted Base Year Inventory . ... ... i i e e 55
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, 56
Target Level(syof Emissions ... . o i i 56
Conitrol Measure and Growth Faclor Information ...... ... ... ... .......... 56
Milestone Year Projected Inventories ... .. . it i 57
6.2 Mudti-State Submittal Information ... ... . o 57
6.3 Mid-Course Corrections ... .. . i i i it i e neaans 57
6.4 Sugrested Submiftal Tables ... ... i e 58
R B B S O 63
APPENDIX A: DEFINITIONS OF TERMS .. ... i ceas A
APPENDIX B: GENERAL IMPLICATIONS OF MILESTONE AND ATTAINMENT

FAILURES e e e B-1
APPENDIX C: CHECKLIS TS o e e e i ce s icenn s C-1

APPENDIX D: COMPILATION OF GUIDANCE MEMORANDA ON THE 15 PERCENT
RATE-OF-PROGRESS REQUIREMENT ... .. . e D-1

iv

ED_002666_00001146-00004



LIST OF TABLES

Number Page
1. SERIOUS AND ABOVE OZONE NONATTAINMENT AREA POST-1996

MILESTONE AND ATTAINMENT DATES ... i i i iceaann 7
2. SIP SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS FOR MODERATE AND ABOVE OZONE

NONATTAINMENT AREAS .. i it nncenn 36
3. BEA PROJECTION CATEGORIES FOR METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS

(MEA'SY AND STATES ... i it et e icnanaanns 45
5. SUGGESTED FORMAT FOR POST-1996 RATE-OF-PROGRESS CONTROL

STRATEGY SUMMARY SUBMITTAL ... ... i 59
6. SUGGESTED FORMAT FOR ATTAINMENT CONTROL STRATEGY SUMMARY

SUBMIT T AL .. i e e e e e 60
7. SUGGESTED FORMAT FOR CONTINGENCY MEASURE SUBMITTAL ................ 61
8. SUGGESTED FORMAT FOR SUBMITTAL OF RULE EFFECTIVENESS (RE)

IMPROVEMENT MEASURES . . i i i iaannn 62
9. SUGGESTED FORMAT FOR SUBMITTAL OF STATIONARY SOURCE CONTROL

MEASURES FOR THE POST-1996 RATE-OF-PROGRESS PLAN . ... ... ... . .... 62
10. SUGGESTED FORMAT FOR SUBMITTAL OF STATIONARY SOURCE

CONTROL MEASURES FOR THE ATTAINMENT DEMONSTRATION ... ... ... ..., 62

7,47

ED_002666_00001146-00005



LIST OF FIGURES

Number Page
Figure 1. Flowchart {or generic post-1996 rate-of-progress VOC targel level caleulation .......... 8
Figure 2. Flowchart of hypothetical example 1999 rate-ol-progress VOC larget level

caletlalion ... e e e 14
Figure 3. Flowchart {or generic post-1996 rate-of-progress VOC calculations (with NO,

substbution) ... . e e s 22
Figure 4. Flowchart for rate-of-progress NO, calculationlor 1999 . ....... ... 23
Figure 4a. Flowchart lor generic post-1999 rate- -of-progress NO, caleulations .. . ... ... ... ... 24
F;gurﬁ 5. Flowchart for hypothetical example 1999 rate-ol-progress VOC calculations (with

NO substituion) ... ..ot e e 31
Figure 6. Flowchart for hypothetical example {999 rate-of-progress NO, calculations ............ 32

vi

ED_002666_00001146-00006



ACRONYMS

Act Clean Air Act

ACT Alternative Control Technology

AEERL Air and Energy Engineering Research Laboralory

AFS AIRS Facility Subsystem

AIRS Aerometric Information Retrieval System

AMS AIRS Area and Mobile Source Subsystem

ASC Area Source Category code

BEA Bureau of Economic Analysis

CFR Code of Federal Regulations

CO carbon monoxide

CTG Controtl Technigues Guideline

E-GAS Economic Growth Analysis System

FiP Feonomic Incentive Program

EPA LS. Eavironmental Protection Agency

EPS Emissions Preprocessor System

FiP Federal Implementation Plan

FIPS Federal Information Processing Standards

FMVCP Federal Motor Vehicle Control Program

FR Federal Register

M Inspection and Maintenance

b pound(s)

LEV Low-Emitting Vehicle

MPO Metropolitan Planning Organization

MPS5 Mulliple Projection System

MSA Metropolitan Statistical Area

NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality Standard(s)

NESHAP National Emission Standard for Hazardous Air Pollutants

NG, nitrogen dioxide

NO, nitrogen oxides

NSPS New Source Performance Standards

NSR New Source Review

OAQPS Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards

pph paris per billion

ppm parts per million

psi pounds per square inch

RACT Reasonably Available Control Technology

RE rule effectiveness

REMI Regional Economic Models, Inc.

ROM regional oxidant modeling

RVP Reid vapor pressure

SAS Statistical Analysis System

SCC Source Classilication Code

SIC Standard Industrial Classification

SiP State implementation plan

STAPPA/ALAPCO State and Territorial Air Pollution Program Adminisirators and
Association of Local Air Pollution Control Officials

TCM transportation control measures

TP Transporiation Improvement Program

tpy tons per year

TSD Technical Support Document(ation)

UAM Urban Airshed Model

VMT vehicle miles traveled

VOO volatile organic compound(s)

vii

ED_002666_00001146-00007



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Section 182(c)(2) of the Clean Air Act (Act) requires each serious and above ozone
nonattainment area to submit a State implementation plan (SIP) revision by November 15, 1994,
which describes, in part, how the area will achieve an actual volatile organic compound (VOC)
emission reduction of at least 3 percent per year averaged over each consecutive 3-year period
beginning 6 vears after enactment (i.e., November 15, 1996) until the area's attainment date. The
attainment dates prescribed by section 181 (a) of the Act are as {ollows:

] November 15, 1999 for serious ozone nonattainment areas.
@ November 15, 2005 for severe ozone nonattainment areas.
® November 15, 2007 for severe ozone nonattainment areas with a 1 986-1988 ozone

design value of 0.190 parts per million (ppm} up {0, but not including, 0.280 ppm.
] November 15, 2010 for extreme ozone nonattainment areas.

This SIP revision must also describe how any growth in emissions over each applicable post-
1996 period will be offsel. The portion of the SIP revision that illusirates the plan for the
achievement of these emission reductions is subsequently defined in this document as the "post-
1996 rate-ol-progress plan.”

The Act permits less than a 3 percent per year VOC emission reduction averaged over each
consecutive 3-vear period {or serious and severe ozone nonattainment areas if the State
demonstirates that the plan includes all measures that, given technological achievability, can feasibly
be implemented in the given area. Additionally, the State must demonstrate that its plan includes
measures that are achieved in practice by sources in the same source category in nonattainment
areas of the next higher classification [section 182(c)(2)(B)(ii) of the Act]. The 3 percent
requirement cannof be waived in areas classified as extreme. The Act also provides for credifing of
YOC emission reductions achieved in the 1990-1996 period {o the post-1996 rate-of-progress
plan, if they are in excess of the 15 percent VOC reductions (net of growth) required between 1990
and 1996 [section 182(c)(2)(B)(ii)], and substitution of nitrogen oxides (l\() J emission reductions
(net of growth) occurring in the post- 1990 period for the posi-1996 VOC emission reduction
requirements ()secﬁon E82{cH2HC) of the Act].

In addition to the 3 percent VOC emission reduction requirement, section 182(c)(2) also
requires the SIP for serinus and above ozone nonaltainment areas {o provide "a demonsiration that
the plan, as revised, will provide {or altainment of the ozone national ambient air quality standard
(NAAQS) by the apphmbie date.” Furthermore, section 182(c)(2) requires that the demonstration
be based on photochemical grid modeling or an equw&kn‘i analytical method as determined by the
L5, Environmental Protection Agency ( E:P Ay. All serious and above ozone nonattainment areas
and all multi-State moderate ozone nonattainment areas are required to submit their attainment
demonstrations, based on the use ol a photochemical grid model such as the Urban Airshed Model
(UAM), to EPA by November 15, 1994. It is important to note that the underlying requirement of
the SIP is that nonattainment areas achieve attainment of the czone NAAQS by their atfainment
date. That is, additional reductions beyond the required 3 percent per year VOU emission
reductions may be needed for the nonattainment area to atlain the NAAQS by its applicable date.

This document focuses on the caleulation of post-1996 target levels, the required submittals

and submiital schedules for each element of the post-1996 rate-of-progress plan and attainment
demonstration, and the development of control sirategies to achieve the required emission
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reductions. This document also provides Stales with information on acceptable dala sources and
procedures {or projecting emissions.

Significant overlap occurs belween concepts relating to the 15 percent rate-of-progress plan
and concepls refating to the post-1996 plan. Where such overlap oceurs, the applicable guidance
documents developed for the 15 percent rate-of-progress plan are referenced. One significant
difference between the two plans is that unlike the 15 percent plan, NO, emission reductions can be
substituted for the required VOU emission reductions in the post-1996 plan. Guidance is provided
on how States can calculate the amount of NO_ emission reductions that can be substituted for VOC
emission reductions.

This document also describes the EPA requirements for an attainment demonstration based
on photochemical grid modeling and discusses the role of NO_ reductions in atfainment
demonstrations. Additionally, this document discusses the general implications of milestone and
attainment {ailures for serious and above ozone nonatiainment areas. Specific requirements for
milestone compliance demonstrations and consequences of failure to meet a milestone will be
addressed in future rulemaking. This document also provides a sample checklist to aid States in a
step-by-step review of their rate-of-progress plans o ensure that they contain all of the necessary
componenis required for approval by EPA. Finally, this document provides blank forms that States
are encouraged to use to document and submit their post-1996 rate-ol-progress plans.

ED_002666_00001146-00009



1.0 INTRODUCTION

Section 182(c)(2) of the Act requires each serious and above ozone nonattainment area {o
submil a SIP revision by November 15, 1994, which provides for an actual VOC emission reduction
of at least 3 percent per vear averaged over each consecutive 3-year period beginning 6 vears after
enactment of the Act (i.e., November 15, 1996) until the area attains the ozone standard. The
attainment dates prescribed by section 181{a) of the Act are as lollows:

] November 15, 1999 for serious ozone nonattainment areas.
® November 15, 2005 {or severe ozone nonatiainment areas.
® November 15, 2007 for severe ozone nonattainment areas with a 1986-1988 ozone

design values of 0.190 ppm up to, but not including, 0.280 ppm.
] November 15, 2010 for exireme ozone nonatfainment areas.

If an area’s altainment demonsiration shows that the area will altain before the statulory attainment
date, the post-19898 rate-ol-progress plan is only required to extend 1o the demonstrated attainment
date.

The portion of the SIP revision that illustrates the plan for the achievement of the posi-1996
emission reductions is subsequently defined in this document as the "post-1996 rate-of-progress
plan." The SIP must also describe how any growth in emissions over each applicable period will be
offset.

The Act also mandates a 15 percent VOC emission reduction, net of growth, between 1890
and 1996. The SIP revision describing how this requirement will be met was due by November 15,
1993, The plan for these 1990-1996 reductions is termed the "1 5 percent rate-of-progress plan.”
The EPA has published guidance documents describing the procedures to follow in developing the
15 percent rate-of-progress plans. Because many of the issues discussed in these documents are
also associated with concerns relating {o the development ol the post-1996 rate-of-progress plan,
States should review the following documents perlaining to the 15 percent rate-of-progress plans:

@ Guidance on the Adjusted Base Year Emissions lnveniory and the 1996 Target for
the 15 Percent Rate-of-Progress Plans, EPA-452/R-92-005, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards, Research Triangle
Park, NC. October 1992,

® Guidance on the Relationship Between the 15 Percent Rate-ol-Progress Plans and
Other Provisions of the Clean Air Act, EPA-452/R-93-007, 1.8, Eavironmental
Protection Agency, Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards, Research Triangle
Parl, NC. May 1993.

] Ciuidance for Growth Factors, Projections, and Conirol Strategies for the 15
Percent Rate-of-Progress Plans, EPA-452/R-93-002, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards, Research Triangle
Park, NC. March 1993.

& Guidance on Preparing Enforceable Kegulations and Compliance Programs for the
15 Percent Rate-ol-Progress Plans, EPA-452/R-93-005, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards, Research Triangle
Park, NC. June 1993,

(]
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The SIP for serious and above ozone nonattainment areas due by November 15, 1994 must
also include "a demonstration that the plan, as revised, will provide for attainment of the ozone
NAAQS by the applicable date” [section 182{c}( 2)(A}} ‘This demonstration must be based on
photochemical grid modeling, such as UAM, or an equivalent analytical method as determined by
EPA. This requirement also applies to all multi-State moderate ozone nonattainment areas.
Additionally, those intrastate moderate nonattainment areas that opt fo use photochemical grid
modeling for their attainment demonstrations must also submit their demonstrations by
November 15, 1994, It is imporiant to note that the underlying requirement of the SIP is that
nona‘itammem areas atlain the NAAQS by their attainment date. That is, achievement of the
3 percent per year YOU emission reduction requirement may not provide all of an area's mandated
emission reductions.

Section [82(c)(2)(B)(ii) permits less than a 3 percent per year VOC emission reduction
averaged over each consecutive 3-year period for serious and severe nzone nonattainment areas i
the State demonstrates that the plan includes all measures that, given technological achievability, can
feasibly be implemented in the given area. Additionally, the State must demonstrate that its plan
includes measures that are achieved in practice by sources in the same source calegory in
nonattainment areas of the next higher classification. The 3 percent requirement cannot be waived
in areas classified as exireme. The Act also provides for crediting of VOC emission reductions
achieved in the 1990-1996 period {o the pm‘i 1996 rate-of-progress plan, if they are in excess of
the 15 percent VOC reductions (net of growth) required between 1990 and 1996 [section
182{c)(2)(B)(ii)], and substitution of NO, emission reductions (net of growth) occurring in the
post-1990 perind for the post-1996 VOC emission reduction rec,gmrements [section 18’}(&)(2}( Oy

Demonstrating achievement of the 13 percent VOC emission reductions by November 15,
1996, and then subsequently demonsirating achievement of the 3 percent per year VOU emission
reductions averaged over each consecutive 3-year period from November 15, 1996 until the
attainment date, are termed milestone demonstrations. Achievement of the milestones must be
demonstrated within 90 days of the milestone date (e.g., the 9 percent reduction required by
November 15, 1999 must be demonstrated by February 13, 2000). Moderate areas are not
required fo submil such a demonstration. Serious and above nonattainment areas will not be
required to demonstrate achievement of the milestone il the milestone date and attainment date are
the same, and the standard has been attained. The EPA will instead determine whether the
nonattainment area hc‘zs attained the ozone NAAQS based on the nonatiainment area’s air quality
data for the previous 3 years. However, to comply with the rate-of- -progress requirements,
nonattainment areas are required {o dwdop a plan for milestone emission reductions (1,0,, a post-
1996 rate-of-progress pizm) up through their attainment date.

The EPA expects to promulgate in late 1994 a milesione compliance demonstration rule that
will address this requirement. The rule will also address summary dala needs, detailed reporling
requirements, and Ehe consequences of submilting an inadequate demonstration {(in terms of
documentation) as well as consequences of failure {o demonstrate the 15 percent and 3 percent per
year emission reduction requirements,

1.1 Purpose

This document provides guidance on the procedures that States should follow in calculating
target levels of emissions, projecting emission inventories and credilable emission reductions, and
developing and presenting control measures which serious and above ozone nonattainment areas
must include in their post-1996 rate-of-progress plans. Fully-adopted post-1996 rafe-of-progress
plans are due to EPA by November 15, 1994,
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The post-1996 rate-ol-progress plan must account for the effects of emissions growth
projected to occur in a nonattainment area. This document provides information and references on
acceptable data sources and procedures for projecting emissions using growth factors.

Attainment demonstration requirements are described for those nonattainment areas that are
required or choose {o use pholochemical grid modeling. This section also discusses special air
quality situations involving attainment demonstrations.

Unlike the {3 percent rate-of-progress plan, NO, reductions, net of growth, can be
substituted for the required post-1996 VOC reductions. This document expiams how to calculate
the amount of NO, reductions available to an ozone nonatfainment area to meet the post-1996 rate-
of-progress requirements and the role of NO, reductions in attainment demonstrations based on
photochemical grid modeling .

A key component of the post-1996 rate-ol-progress plan is the control measures that the
States adopt and implement to reduce VOC and or NO, emissions to meet the 3 percent per year
reduction requirements. Slates are referenced to further documentation of stationary and mobile
source control measures and economic incentive programs (EIP's) if they wish to employ a particular
control measure toward the post-1996 rate-of-progress plan and/or attainment demonstration. The
regulatory concepts of long-term measures (for serious and above nonattainment areas) and new
technologies (for extreme nonattainment areas) are discussed as ways {or States to obtain additional
time to plan for and adopt certain control measures that require cmnpiex analyses or other time
consuming activities. The purpose of this discussion is to guide States as to how EPA intends o
administer these two concepls in the context ol the rate-ol-progress plan requirements.

The Act requir%s that States with nzone nona‘[taimnent areas include contingency measures
in their SIP's [sections 172(c)(9) and 182(c)(9)]. The contingency measures are the additional
controls to be implemented in the event of a milestone or attainment faihwre. This document
discusses contingency measures to provide States with guidance on how to comply with the
contingency measure requirements for serious and above ozone nonattainment areas.

A final purpose of this document is to provide the States with a suggested format for their
post-1996 rate-of-progress control strategy submittals and describe the documentation
requirements for attainment demonstrations based on photochemical grid modeling,

[
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2.0  CALCULATION OF POST-1996 TARGET LEVELS

To determine their control strategies for achieving the post-1996 VOC emission reductions,
States will need to calculate the target level ol emissions for each milestone and altainment year.
This section explains the procedures for calculating the targel level of emissions {or each milestone
and atlainment dale to which serinus and above ozone nonattainment areas are subject.

Emissions and emission reductions for the post-1996 plan are calculated on a typical
weekday basis for the "peak” 3-month ozone period (generally june through August). States will
need to document how they calculated the targets for each of their apphtabie milestone and
attainment dates. The documentation will need to show the 3 percent per vear emission reduction
levels averaged over each period between conseculive milestone dates and the target level of
emissions for each milestone.

Table 1 presents the post-1996 milestone and atfainment dales for serinus and above ozone
ponaitainment areas.

TABLE 1. SERIOUS AND ABOVE OZONE NONATTAINMENT AREA POST-1996 MILESTONE

AND ATTAINMENT DATES
MNonaltainment Primary NAAQS
Classilication Milestone Date(s) Attainment Dale
Serious Nov.15, 1999 Nov.15, 1999
Severe! Nov.15, 1989, 2002, & 2005 Nov.15, 2005
Severe” Nov.15, 1999, 2002, 2005, & 2007 Nov.15, 2007
Extreme Nov.15, 1999, 2002, 2005, 2008, & 2010 Nov.15, 2010

"'With an ozone design value of less than 0.190 ppm.
 With a 1986-1988 ozone design value of 0.190 ppm up to, but not including, 0.280 ppm.

If an area’s altainment demonstration shows that the area will altain before the statulory attainment
date, the post-19898 rate-ol-progress plan is only required to extend 1o the demonstrated attainment
date.

2.1 Calculation of Post-1996 Target Level(s) of Emissions
The target level(s) of emissions represents the maximum amount of emissions that a

nonatiainment area can emit for a given target vear while complying with the post-1 996 rate-of-
progress plan requirements. hgme I nutlines the general approach to calculating the farget level of

=3
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YVOC emissions. Two equations are presented in the General Preamble to describe the calculation
of the post-1996 target levels. These equations can be generalized into the fnllowing single
equation:

Target level = (previous milestone's target level} - (reductions required to meet the rate-
ol-progress requirement) - {fleet turnover correction ferm).

or
TL, = TL - BG, - FT,

where:
b = Current milestone or attainment year
y = Year of previous milestone
TL, = Target level of emissions for year x (in pounds (Ib)/day)
TL, = Target level of emissions for year y (in Ib/day)

bd

Emission reduction requirement for year x (in Ib/day)
= Fleet turnover correction term for year x (in [b/day).

This equation can be used to calculate the target level of emissions for each post- 1996 milestone
vear. The target level for each milestone year (E“ L.} is calculated by subiracting the 3 percent per
year rate-of-progress emission reduction (BG.) and the fleet turnover correction term (FT) from the
previous milestone year (TL ). The specilic steps needed to calculate the target are discussed
below.

There are six major sleps in calculating a post-1996 {arget level of emissions. The first four
steps are needed to calculate the 3 percent per vear rate-of-progress emission reductions. Steps |
and 2, developing the 1990 base year inventory and the 1990 rate-of-progress inventory, were
required fo have been submitted by Stales in the 15 percent rate-of-progress plan. The EPA
document entitled Guidance on the Adjusted Base Year Emissions Inventory and the 1996 Target
for the 15 Percent Rate-of-Progress Plans (see reference 1), describes these two inventories in
more detail.

Step 11 Develop the 1990 base year inventory

The total 1990 base year emissions from the four emission source types (point, area,
mobile, and biogenic) are compiled. It should be noted that the base year inventory used {or the
post-1996 rate-ol-progress plan must be consistent with the base year inventory used lor attainment
demonstration purposes. Any changes that were made to the inventory between submittal of the
1 5 percent rate-of-progress plan and the post-1996 rate-of progress plan should be reflected.

Step 2: Develop the 1990 rate-of-progress base year inventory

Biogenic source emissions and other emissions from sources located oulside the
nunaﬁammenﬁ area, but included in step 1, are removed from the 1990 base year invenlory.

Step 3:  Calculate the 1990 adjusted base year inventory
The Act speciﬁeq the emissions "baseline” from which each emission reduction milestone is

calculated. Section 182{c)(2)(B) states that the reductions must be achieved "from the baseline
emissions described in subsection (b){1)(B)." This baseline value is termed the 1990 adjusted base

)
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year inventory. Section 182(b})(1)(B) delines baseline emissions (for purposes of calculating each
milestone VOC/NO, emission reduction) as "the total amount of actual VOC or NO, emissions from
all anthropogenic sources in the area during the calendar vear of enactment.” This section excludes
from the baseline the emissions that would be eliminated by Federal motor vehicle control pmwmm
(FMVCP) regulations promulgated by janudrv I, 1990, and Reid vapor pressure (RVP) regulations
pr ormﬂg{[ed by the time of enactment (55 FR 23666 june t, 1990), which require maximum
RVP limits for gasoline to be sold in nonattainment areas durm?' the peak ozone season.

The 1990 adjusted base vear inventory must be recalculated relative to each milestone and
attainment date because the emission reductions associated with the FMVCP increase each year due
to fleet turnover. Thus, a severe ozone nonattainment area with an ozone design value of less than
0.190 ppm would need to calculale the 1990 adjusted base year inventory relative to 1999, 2002,
and 2003. The only adjustment that must be made to the inventory in each case is to recalculate
mobile scurce emissions, including emissions from vehicle refueling, using MOBILESa, This
adjustment is made by calculating a separate mobile source emission factor for each applicable
milestone vear. The emission factors are then mulliplied by 1990 vehicle miles traveled (VMT), or
gallons of g&suiam for refueling emissions, to vield the mobile source emissions that must be
subtracted Trom the 1990 rate-ol- -progress base year inventory to calculate the 1990 adjusted base
year inventory for each milestone/attainment date. These reductions are calculated as follows:

FMVCP/RVP Reductions Between 1990 and Current Target Year (x)
Subtract

Adjusted 1990 mobile source emissions = (1990 VMT)(MOBILESa emission factors from
B)

from
Actual 1990 mobile source emissions = (1990 VMTY(MOBILEDSa emission {actors from A)

A) MOBILESa run from the 1990 base year inventory. Emission factors from this run will be
used with actual 1990 VMT lo calculate actual | 990 emissions. If the refueling emission
factor is calculated in MOBILESa as a grams per gallon of gasoline factor, that factor should
be multiplied by actual 1990 gasoline throughput and those emissions should be included in
the 1990 actual mobile source emissions.

B) MOBILESa run as in the 1990 base vear inventory, except that vear "x" will be used as the
evaluation year (this will change the vehicle mix to account for lleet turnover). Emission
factors from this run will bL used with actual 1990 VMT to calculate adjusted 1990
emissions relative to vear "x." 1l the refueling emission factor is calculated in MOBILEDSa as
a grams per gallon of gasoline factor, that fau:or should be multiplied by actual 1990
gasoline thmughput and those emissions should be included in the 1990 adjusted mobile
source enissions.

A detailed description of the procedure for calculating the 1990 adjusted base year inventory is
provided in an EPA document entitled Guidance on the Adjusted Base Year Emissions Inventory and
the 1996 Target for the 15 Percent Rate-of-Progress Plans. (See reference 1.) The adjusted base
vear inventory can be calculated the same way for each post- 1 996 milestone/attainment year. Alfter
this inventory has been calculated for each applicable milestone and attainment year, the next sfep is
to determine the required creditable emission reductions.

Step 4:  Calculate 3 percent per year reductions

10
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In general, to compute the required emission reductions, the number of years between
successive milestone dates (or in some cases between a milestone date and the attainment date)
should be multiplied by 0.03. If an area plans to substitute NO_ for VOC, however, the percent
reduction will have to be adjusted, This is discussed in more dotail in section 4 of this document.

Percentage reduction = r = [0.03 * (x-y}}
where:
(x-y} = Nuomber of vears between current (x) and previous (y) target dates.

For example, an extreme area would multiply 0.03 by 2 to calculate that it will need a 6 percent
emission reduction between 2008 and 2010. Next, this perceniage figure is multiplied by the
adjusted base year inventory calculated relative to the current milestone/attainment date 1o vield the
required emission reduction.

BG = BE *r
where:
BG, = Emission reduction requirement for milestone or altainment date (in lb/day)
BE, = 990 adjusted base vear inventory calculated relative to
year X
r = Percent reduction needed to meet the rate-of-progress requirement.

The fifth step is to calculate the Heet turnover correction term.
Step 5: Calculate fleet turnover correction term

In the absence of any new requirements of the Act, there would still be some decrease in
motor vehicle emission factors for many years as a result of fleel turnover, the gradual replacement
of older pre-control vehicles with newer vehicles with controls. The Act does not allow States {o
take credit for these reductions for rate-of-progress purposes. During the calculation of the 1996
milestone
target, these "FMVCP reductions” (along with non-creditable RVP reductions) that would occur
between 1990 and 1996 were subtracied from the 1990 rale-of-progress base vear inventory {o
calculate the 1990 adjusted base year inventory. This 1990 adjusted base year mvmiory was then
used to calculate the required reductions and the 1996 target.

Because nonattainment areas are required to meet their 1996 targets, the calculation of the
1 999 targel must be based, in part, on the 1996 targel. Likewise, the calculation of each
subsequent target will depend, in part, on the level of the previous target. In the previous step (step
4}, the adjusted base year inventory was multiplied by the total percent required reduction in order
to determine the reductions rcqmred in the target year. This emission reduction requirement must
then be subtracted {rom the emission target in the previous milestone vear o calculate the new
milestone target. However, one additional correction term, the fleet turnover correction, is needed
to properly calculate the targel.

The fleet turnover correction is needed fo account for the mobile source emission reductions
that would have occurred under the preenactment FMVCP and RVP requirements (under 55 FR
23666), between consecutive milestone years. For example, assume that a nonattainment area has
met the milestone target for 1996, The further creditable reduction required {o meel the post-1996
rate-of-progress requirements was calculated in step 4. However, between 1996 and 1999, there

11
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will be some additional reductions in emissions due to fleet turnover of older vehicles that are not
creditable. These reductions must also be subtracled from the 1996 targel to determine the 1999
target. These additional, non-credifable, reductions are referred {o here as the fleet turnover
correction term.

The calculation of the fleet turnover correction term is simple and does not require any
additional MOBILE runs beyond what has been required in previous steps of this calculation. For
the general case, the fleet turnover correction lerm is calculated as loltows:

Fleet Turnover Correction (FT,) = 1990, FMVCP/RVP - 1990 FMVCP/RVP

where:
x = current target year
y = previous targel year
1990 FMVCP/RVP = Adjusted 1990 mobile source emissions {or
) the previous target year
1990 FMVCP/RVP = Adjusted 1990 mobile source emissions for

the current target year.

The adjusted 1 990 mobile source emissions {or the current target year were calculated
earlier in step 3 as 1990 VMT times MOBILEDSa emission factors for the current target year with all
new Clean Air Act measures disabled and RVP sef {o the Phase 2 limit required in Summer 1992,
The adjusted 1990 mobile source emissions for the previous targel vear were calculated in the same
way as part of the target level calculation for the previous vear. For example, the fleet turnover
correction for the 1999 target is equal to the adjusted mobile source emissions calculated for the
1996 rate-ol-progress requirement minus the adjusted mobile source emissions calculated in step 3
of the current calculation.

Step 6: Calculate post-1996 target level of emissions

To caleulate each targel level of emissions, the required emission reductions calculated in
step 4 and the fleet turnover correction term from step 5 are subtracted from the previous
milestone’s targel level. For the purposes of calculating the 1999 target, it may be necessary {o
recalculate the 1996 target if the base year inventory was significantly revised after submiltal of the
15 percent rate-of-progress plan.

Target level = (previous milestone's target level) - (reductions required to meet the rate-
of-progress requirement, calculated in step 4) - (lleet turnover correction
term, calculated in step 5).

This target represents the level of emissions that must be achieved in order for a
nonatfainment area to demonstrale that the rate-of-progress requirement will be met.

2.2 Example Calculation of Post-1996 Target Level(s)

This section presents a hypothelical example that calculates a target level for 1999, This
example builds on the example contained in the EPA document entitled Guidance on the Adjusted
Base Year Emissions lnvenlory and the 1996 Target for the 15 Percent Rate-of-Progress Plans
(see reference 1), and assumes that no changes have been made to the base year emission inventory.
Figure 2 oullines the procedure o follow to calculate the target.
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Calculation of 1999 Target Level of Emissions

Step 11 Develop 1990 base year VOC emission inventory (ib/day)

Point Sources 1,000
Area Sources 2,500
Mobile Sources 3,500
Biogenic Sources + 5,000

Total 12,000

Step 2:  Develop 1990 rate-ol-progress base year inventory (Ib/day)

1990 base year inventory = 12,000
Point Sources (outside nonatlainment area) -200
Area Sources (outside nonattainment area) -500
Mobile Sources (oulside nonatfainment area) -500
Biogenic Sources -5,000
Total 5,800

13
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Step 3:  Calculate the 1990 adjusted base year inventory for 1999

The only adjustment that must be made to the rate-ol-progress inventory is o calculate
mobile source emission reductions using MOBILESa. This adjustment i3 made by calculating a
mobile source emission {actor for 1999, multiplving the emission factor by 1990 VMT, and
sublracting that total from the 1990 actual mobile source emissions to vield the FMVCP and RVP
reductions between 1990 and 1999. For this example, the Stale calculates that there will be a
reduction of 600 th/day of VOC due o fleet turnover up through 1999 and the RVP limit specified
for the nonattainment area in 55 FR 23666. The following is the adjusted hase vear inventory
developed for the hypothetical nonatiainment area:

1990 Adjusted Base Year Inventory (Ib/day)

= 1990 rate-of-progress inventory - (FMVCP and RVP reductions between 1990
and 1999)

= 5,800 Ib/day - 600 Ib/day = 5,200 lb/day.
Step 4:  Calculate 3 percent per year reductions

The 1980 adjusted base vear inventory calculated relative o the 1999 wmilestone vear is
multiplied by 0.09 {0 calculate the required emission reductions from 1996 to 1999,

9 percent reduction = 5,200 x 0.09 = 468 Ib/day
Step 5: Calculate fleet turnover correction term

The fleet turnover correction term is the difference between the FMYCP/RVP emission
reductions calculated in step 3 and the previous milestone year's FMVCP/RVP emission reductions.
In this hypothetical example, the FMVCP/RVP reductions calculaled relative 1o 1996 are assumed
to be 500 Ib/day. Therefore, the fleet turnover correction term for 1998 is 100 b/day (i.e., 600
Ib/day - 300 lb/day).

Step 6: Calculate target level of emissions for 1999

To calculate the target level of emissions for 1999, the required emission reductions
calcuiated in step 4 and the fleet turnover correction term are subtracted from the 1996 milestone
target level. The 1996 farget level was calculated {o be 4,000 Ib/day in the EPA document
Guidance on the Adjusied Base Year Emissions Inventory and the 1996 Targel for the 15 Percent
Rate-of-Progress Plan (see reference 1).

Target level {1996 milestone target level) - (reductions calculated in step 4) - (fleet

turnover correction term calculated in step 5)
= 1996 target level - (5,200 Ib/day * 0.09) - (600 lb/day - 500 lb/day)
= 4,000 ib/day - 468 Ib/day - 100 Ib/day
= 3,432 Ib/day

This area’s plan must therefore demonsirate that the projected emissions for 1899,
reflecting the adopted control strategy, will be less than or equal 1o 3,432 1b/day.
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2.3 Conditions Permitting Less than a 3 Percent VOC Emission Reduction

A State may be permitted {o achieve VOC emission reductions less than 3 percent 1 i
demonstrates that the plan includes all measures that, given technological achievability, can feasibly
be implemented in the given area. In addition, the State must demonstrate that its plan includes
measures that are achieved in practice by sources in the same source caltegory in nonatiainment
areas of the next higher classification. The measures necessary {o meet this requirement will be
determined on a case-by-case basis. Any determination to lessen the 3 percent requirement will be
reviewed at each milestone demonstration, and revised to include any new measures achieved in
practice by sources in the same source calegory in any Stale, allowing a reasonable time to
tmplement such measures [section 182(c){(2}(B)(i].

it is important to note that the waiver provision does not apply 1o extreme ozone
nonattainment areas. Furthermore, States must understand that the attainment of the ozone NAAQS
is the underlying reguirement of the Act. Although less than a 3 percent VOC emission reduction
may be permitied for the purposes of salislying the rate-of-progress requirements, a State must have
suilicient emission reductions in ils SIP to atlain the ozone NAAQS by ils applicable attainment date.
Although it is nol necessary to demonstrate attainment to oblain a waiver, the waiver does not relieve
serious and severe areas {rom the obligation {o demonsirate atfainment.
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3.0 ATTAINMENT DEMONSTRATION REQUIREMENTS

This section of the document describes the attainment demonstration requirements for those
nonattainment areas that are required or choose to use photochemical grid modeling, and describes
special air quality situations invoiving attainment demonstrations.

3.1 Modeling Requirements for Attainment Demonstrations

The UAM is described in the EPA document entitled User's Guide {or the Urban Airshed
Model (see reference 2). In addition, the General Preamble (57 FR 13510} should be consulted
regarding the atlainment demonsiration implications of using UAM or other photochemical grid
models.

Procedures 1o follow in applying photochemical grid models to support the attainment
demonsiration are described in Guideline for Regulatory Application of the Urban Airshed Model
(see reference 3). Chapters 1 and 2 of the Guideline identify establishment OE a modeling protocol.
The protocol identifies Technical Conmnittees whose responsibilities are to: (1) define the
geographic location and specific meteorological episodes fo be modeled (note that the modeling
domain will generally be larger than the nonattainment area); (2) develop compatible mputq for the
model application such as episode specilic air quality, wind Jields, and emissions; (3) apply the
model and troubleshoot resulls so that performance is accepiabie; (4 develop prﬂjectecﬁ emissions
for the required atlainment dale; and (5) apply the model using projected emissions to see whether
predicted ozone concentrations are 120 parts per billion (ppb) or less throughout the modeling
domain (i.c., the model demonstrates attainment). I the model does not demonstrate aﬁammen‘i
additional control measures must be dev eloped and their effectiveness evaluated. This is an iterative
process until attainment is demonsirated.

It should be noted that both biogenic and anthropogenic emissions are included in the
modeling. Also, for consistency the projected emissions should reflect the control measures used to
cpbmm Ehe 15 percent VOC emission reduction required between 1990 and 1996, additional annual
3 percent reductions thereafter, and where necessary, additional control measures to achieve
attainment.

The required modeling protocol should also identily a Policy Oversight Committee. This
group provides input on the sirategies to be tested and is responsible for reaching consensus on the
strategy o implement in the 1994 SIP revision.

The modeling demonsiration supporting the 1994 SIP revision should be submitted {o the
appropriate U.S. EPA Regional Office(s) by November 15, 1994. The Regional Office will then
evaluate the plan and prepare a technical %uppm‘i document (TSD) assessing the adequacy of the
documentation of the analvsis. The following should be provided by Stales 0 support preparation of

this document: (1) the modeling protocol wﬁh episnde dates and the modeling domain defined;

(2) the emissions input preparation for the base case inveniory, emission projections and emission
estimates derived for the altainment demonstration to be implemented in the 1994 SIP revision; (3)
air quality and meteorological input preparations lor the selected episodes; (4) diagnostic analyses
used to troubleshoot model performance, including the rationale {or revisions to inputs which
resulted; (5) results of the model performance evaluation; (6) air quality predictions corresponding
with the attainment demonstration to be implemented in the SIP; and (7) procedures which the EPA
or other interested parties can follow to gain access to all relevant input and output files so as to
replicate results, if desired. Each of these seven required components is described in greater detail
in Guidance on Urban Airshed Model (UAM) Reporting Requirements for Attainment
Demonstration (see reference 4). Regional Offices are encouraging States to submil these items as
soon as possible o receive early feedback.
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States should plan to achieve emission reductions as early in the process as possible, since
section 181(b)(2) requires EPA to make a determination as to w hether an area has attained the
ozone NAAQS within 6 months following an applicable attainment date. This requirement dictates
the use of the most recent 3 years of air quality dala in determining whether a nonatfainment area
has attained the ozone NAAQS. For example, for a serious area with an attainment date of
November 1999, EPA will use air quality data for 1997 - 1999 {o determine il the nonattainment
area has attained the ozone NAAQS. [See the General Preamble (57 FR 13509}

3.2 Special Air Quality Situations

Areas Requiring Emission Reductions in Addition to 3 Percent ner Year

There may be circumstances under which a nonattainment area in order to demonstrate
attainment of the NAAGQS will require additional VOC and/or NO, reductions in excess of the
3 percent per year reduction mandated in section 182(c)(2 }(B)(l} The underlying requirement of
the SIP is that nonattainment areas must achieve altainment of the NAAQS by their attainment date,
not solely the achievement of the 3 percent per vear reduction requirement.

Multi-State Nonattainment Areas

Section [82(j) defines and establishes requirements for ozone nonattainment areas covering
areas in more than one Stale called multi-Stale nonatlainment areas. Beyond the requirements in
section 182 for the different nonattainment area classifications, section 182(j)(1) requires Stafes in
these areas to coordinate the revisions and implementation of the SIP's applicable to the
nonattainment areas and to use photochemical grid modeling (or another method determined by
EPA) as part of the SIP-preparation process.

A joint modeling demonstration must be submitted by all States in the modeling domain.

The EPA will not to approve any attainment demonstration unless all of the affected States have
agreed {o a strategy. This demonstration should identily the stralegy to be used for altainment and

should identily the emission reduction necessary in each State. The demonstration should reference
the apphcdbﬂe modeling protocol and include a schedude for developing control measures and the
attainment demonstration {or the entire multi-State area. Where all of the States are in the same
Region, only one modeling demonstration must be submitfed. If the States are in diflerent Regions,
the demonstration should be sent to each Region. In addilion, each State must individually submit
regulations {o achieve the necessary reductions for that State.

Section 182(j)(2) recognizes that if any State in which there is located a portion of a multi-
Stale nonatiainment area fails to provide a demonstration of atlainment within the required period,
the State may petition EPA to make a finding that the State(s) would have been able to make such a
demonstration "bul for the failure of one or more other States, in which other portions of the area
are located, fo commit {o the implementation of all measures required by section 182...." i the EPA
Administrator makes a finding that this situation is occurring, the sanctions of section 179 shall not
apply to the petitioning State(s). Section HH.A.9 of the General Preamble provides the primary
guidance for these nonattainment area SIP's (57 FR 13529).

States Inchuded in More than One Modeling Domain

There are a number of cases where a State is included in more than one modeling domain.
In this cituation, the State must ensure that control measures are applied consistently in all model
applications.

International Border Areas
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Section 1798 applies to nonattainment areas that are affected by emissions emanating from
outside the United States. This section provides relief for nonatlainment areas along international
borders analogous to what is provided {o States within multi-State nonattainment areas by section

182(j): EPA shall approve the SIP if it meets all the requirements in the Act and if the State
establishes that the implementation of the plan would be adequate to atlain and maintain the relevant
NAAQS "but for emissions emanating from outside the United States.” Section 179B (created by
Title VHI, section 818 of the Act) and section V.C of the General Preamble provide SIP guidance
for areas on international border areas.

Areas with Differing Required Attainment Dates

There are several situations in which areas with laler statitory attainment dates can allect
areas with earlier attainment dates. In some cases, a modeling domain may include several
designated nonattainment areas of varying severity., A common example is a domain containing a
moderate nonattainment area(s) (required attainment date of 1996) and a serious (1999) or severe
(2005 or 2007) nonatlainment area. In other cases, an area may be impacted by another area
outside the modeling domain.

Fach ozone nonattainment area is still subject to the applicable requirements for a
demonstration of attainment under section 182(b){(1)(A) and (c}{(2). For example, a moderate area
located within the transport region is still subject to the ﬁ—year attainment deadline and the 13
percent reduction requirement. However, this area is (af least, presumptively) being affected by
transport from another area(s) and is powbl affecting other areas, as well. 1 the areas that are
affecting air qualily levels in this moderate area have a higher classification, that moderate area may
be receiving transported ozone concentrations U{cegdmg the NAAQS well after its own mandator y
attainment date.

In general, two situations exist in which an area might be subject to additional emission
reduction requirements related to the demonstration of attainment. In the first, an area might be
receiving such high levels of transport that even i if reduced ifs own emissions ‘dramaticall y (e.g.,
totally eliminated its own emissions), the incoming ozone and precursors would be high en@ugh o
continue to cause violations of the standard beyond the applicable attainment date. In the second
situation, the area might be able to achieve additional reductions (beyond those required under
section &2), but even where those additional reductions could be achieved to demonstrate
attainment, the question arises whether it is equitable to require those reductions or to allow more
time for the reductions in the "upwind” arca to take place. The Act provides no express reliefl for
these situations. Thus, where the demonstration of attainment is complicated by transport between
two areas of different (:Eczssﬁu,atmns, the State is still responsible for developing and submitting
demonstrations which show that the standard will be attained by the applicable date. In other
words, the State must provide for sufficient emission reductions on a schedule that will ensure
attainment by the deadline prescribed in the Act {e.g., by 1996 for moderate areas). The area does
have the option of requesting fo be reclassified to the Text higher classification.

When such areas develop the demonstration of altainment due in November 1894, they
should provide a comprehensive assessment of the impacts of all control measures being
implemented in both the local and upwind areas. Stales should clearly show the exient to which the
downwind area is dependent on upwind strategies while fully meeting its own requirements
associated with its classification. The EPA will continue working with Stales {acing this situation {o
resolve these issues.
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Exceedances Monitored within a Modeling Domain Due Primarily to Emissions in Another Domain

Generally, episodes in which emissions included within a modeling domain do not play a
significant role in contributing o monitored exceedances within that domain should not be modeled
in an atiainment demonstration. Guidance on "overwhelming transport” contained in sections 3.1
and 3.2 of Criteria ior Assessing the Role of Transporied Ozone/Precursors in Ozone
Nonattainment Areas (see reference 5) may be used to identily unsuitable episodes. Allernatively,
diagnostic tests described in section 4.3 of Guideline for Re euilatory Application of the Urban
Airshed Model (see reference 3) may be used to identily unsuitable episodes. Note that this
guidance is not saying thal episodes in which trampmted ozone/ precursors play an important role
are unsuitable lor modeling. This guidance is singling out cases in which drastic changes in
emissions within the domain are likely {o result in minor or negligible differences in predicled daily
maximum ozone concentrations due to large amounts of extrancous ozone/precursors.

An episode which is otherwise consistent with requirements in section 3.1 of Guideline for
Regulatory Application of the Urban Airshed Model may be rejected due to overwhelming transport.
In this case, evidence should be presented as part of the documentation that (a) those undgridkmg
modeling for the upwind domain(s) identified as likely sources of the fransport have been contfacted;
and (b) agreement has been reached that the upwind area(s) will consider at least one episode with
the appropriate transport patiern to ensure that predicted concentrations within the upwind grid or
at the upwind boundary of the downwind grid are at or below 120 ppb. Sections 176A(b) and
184(a)-(c) of the Clean Air Act provide one means for facilitating such interdomain coordination.
Other ad hoc arrangements may be acceptable if evidence of a good faith effort to implement
resulting agreements is demonstrated.

20
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4.0  NO, EMISSION REDUCTIONS

Section 182(c)(2){C) of the Act allows States {o substitule actual NO, emission reductions
which occur after 1990 to meet post-1996 VOC emission reduction requirements. This section of
the document describes the procedure for calculating NO, emission reductions which can be used o
meel post-1996 VOC emission reduction requirements.

4.1 Substitution of NO, Emission Reductions for Post-1996 VOC Emission Reductions

Section 182(cy(2)(C) states that actual NO, emission reductions which occur after 1990
can be used to meet post-1996 emission reduction reqmremen‘ts provided that such reductions
meet the criteria outlined in EPA's December 15, 1993 NO, Substitution Guidance. The condition
for meeting the rate-ol- -progress requirement is that the sum of all creditable VOC and NO, emission
reductions must equal 3 percent per year averaged over each applicable milestone period. The
percent VOC reduction is determined from the VOC rate-of-progress invenfory and the percent NO,
reduction is determined from the NO, rate-of-progress inventory. In addition, the overall VOC and
NO, reductions must be consistent with the area’s modeled atiainment demonstration. In other
words, the NO, emission reductions creditable foward the rate-of-progress plan cannot be greater
than the cumulative reductions dictated by the modeled atfainment demonsiration. This is necessary
because there may be a number of different control strategies that could be used to show attainment,
and the rate-of-progress plan must be consistent with the strategy selected by the State as its
attainment strategy. I should be noted, however, that if a State chooses (o make mid-course
corrections to iis atfainment demﬂm’iratmﬂ it can also make corresponding changes {o the rate-of-
progress plan.,

Although the NO, supplement to the General Preamble does not specily that photochemical
grid modeling must be used Tor this demonstration, this modeling is generally necessary to delermine
the extent to which NO, can be substituted for V '0C. In addition, use of photochemical grid
madeling for NO_ substitution demonstrations would be consistent with requirements that
phomchemwaﬂ modehng be used to justily exempling the area from NO_ controls or lessening the
amount of NO_ controls required.

I a State plans to substitute NO, reductions for VOC reductions, separate target level(s) of
emissions will have to be calculated for both NO, and VOC. Figure 3 premdes an overview of the
procedure for calculating the VOC farget level and Figures 4 and 4a provides an overview of the
procedure for caleulating the NO, target level. The Mrgat levels are caleulated as discussed in
section 2 of this document with some exceptions.

4.2  Calculation of Post-1996 NO, and VOC Target Levels of Emissions

The target levels of emissions represent the maximum amount of emissions allowed in each
pmt 1996 mﬂe%tone year given the 3 percent per year rate-of-progress requirement. The target
level(s) of VOC emissions can be calculated using the following equation:

21
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Thovoe = Thyyoe - B voe - Flivee

3 NVOC
where:
% = Current milesione or allainment year
y = Year of previous milestone
TL, v

Target level of VOC emissions for year x (Ib /daz?

Earget level of VOC emissions for year y (in Ib/day)

= Emission reduction requirement for VOC for year x (in Ib/day)
Fleet turnover correction term for VOC for vear x (in Ib/day}.

The target level of NO, emissions for 1999 can be calculated using the following equation:

TLiooe = 1990 ROP - BG, . - FMVCP/RVP o,
where:
1990 ROP = 1990 rate-of-progress NO, inventory
BG, = NO, emission reduction requ;remen‘[ for 1999 (in Ib/day)
FAMVC (:'P/R"*JPWw = FMVCP/RVP NO, reductions calculated relative to 1999 (in Ib/day)

The target level of NO, emissions for years after 1999 can be calculated using the following
equation:

’T LY JNOx = ’E‘Ly,NC‘x - B(}r,]\‘()x - F ’.E‘XyN(:)X
where:
b = Current milesione or attainment year
= Year of previous milesione
TLA NOx = Target level of NO, emissions for year x (I /d&q)
TL, nox = Target level of \IO emissions for year y (in Ib/day)
BG nox =  Emission reduction requirement for \TO for year x {in Ib/ da‘y)
F'EYM\,, = Fleet turnover correction term for NO for year x {in Ib/day).

These equations can be used to calculate the targetl level of emissions for each post-1996 milestone
vear. The reason that the 1999 NO, farget is calculated differently is that there is not a 1996 NO,
target that can be used fo calculate the 1999 target. Once the 1999 NO, target is established it can
be used to calculate the next target. The specilic steps needed to calculate each target are discussed
below.

There are six major sleps in calculaling a posi-1996 farget level of emissions. The first four
steps are needed to calculate the 3 percent per year rate-of-progress emission reduction. The first
three of these steps, developing the 1990 base year inventory, developing the 1990 rate-of-progress
inventory, and developing the adjusted base vear inventory were discussed in detail for VOC in
section ? of this document. The following describes how the post-1996 target levels should be
calculated when NO, substitution for VOC will occur.

Step 1:  Develop the 1990 base year inventfory

The total 1990 base year VOC and NO, emissions [rom the five major emission source
categories (point, area, on-road and off-road mohile, and biogenic) are compiled. It should be noted
that the base year mventmy used for the post-1996 rate- -of-progress plan must be consistent with
the base vear inventory used for atlainment demonstration purposes. Any changes that were made
to the invenlory between submittal of the 15 percent rate-of-progress pian and the post-1996 rale-
of progress plan should be reflected.

26
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Step 2:  Develop the 1990 rate-ol-progress base year inventory for nonattainment area

Biogenic source emissions' and other emissions from sources located outside the
nonattainment area, but included in step 1, are removed from the 1990 base vear inventory.

Step 3:  Calculate the 1990 adjusted base year inventories

The Act spe‘ciﬁes the emissions "baseline” from which each emission reduction milestone is
calculated. Section 182(c)(2)(B) states that the reductions must be achieved "from the baseline
emissions described in subsection (b}(1)}(B)." This baseline value is termed the 1990 adjusted base
year inventory. The baseline excludes the VOC and NO, emissions that would be eliminated by
FMVCP aeguldtmnx promuﬁgated by Ednudr‘y 1, 1990, and by RVP regulations promulgated by the
time of enactment (55 FR 23666, fune 1 }QO), which require maximum RVP limits for gasoline
to be sold in nonaltainment areas during Ehee peak ozone season.

The 1990 adjusted base vear inventories must be calculated relative to each milestone and
attainment year because the emission reductions associated with the FMVCP increase each year due
{o fleet turnover. The only adjustment that must be made to the inveniories in each case is {o
recalculate mobile source emissions, including VOC emissions from vehicle refueling, using
MOBILESa. This adjustment is made by calculating a separate mobile source emission factor for

each applicable milestone year. The emission factors are then multiplied by 1990 VMT, or gallons
of gasoline for refueling emissions, fo yield the mobile source emissions that must be subtr dcted
from the 1990 rate-of-progress base year inventories to calculate the 1990 adjusted base year
inventories for each milestone/attainment vear. These reductions are calculated as follows:

FMVCERVE Reductions Between 1990 and Current Target Year (x):
Subtract

Adjusted 1990 mobile source emissions = (1990 VMT)(MOBILESa emission factors from
B)

from
Actual 1990 mobile source emissions = (1990 VMTY(MOBILEDSa emission {actors from A)

A) MOBILESa run from the 1990 base year inventory., Emission lactors from this run will be
used with actual 1990 VMT to calculate actual 1990 emissions. If the refueling emission
factor for VOC is calculated in MOBILEDSa as a grams per gallon of gasoline faa.tor that
factor should be multiplied by actual 1990 gasoline throughput and those emissions should
be included in the 1990 actual mobile source emissions.

B) MOBILESa run as in the 1990 base vear inventory, except that vear "x" will be used as the
evaluation year (this will change the vehicle mix to account for fleet turnover). Emission
factors from this run will b(, used with actual 1990 VMT to calculate adjusted 1990
emissions relative to vear "x.” I the refueling emission factor for VOC is calculaled in
MOBILESa as a grams per gallon of gasoline factor, that {actor should be multiplied by
actual 1990 gasoline thr ﬂughpu‘i and those emissions should be included in the 1990
adjusted mobile source emissions.

’ Most emission inventories do not contain biogenic NO, emissions. I these emissions are

included, they must be sublracted in developing the rate-of-progress invenliory.
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A detailed description of the procedure for calculating the 1990 adjusted base year inventory is
provided in an EPA document entitled Guidance on the Adjusted Base Year E;mmsmns lnventory and
the 1996 Tarpet for the 15 Percent Rate-of-Progress Plans (see reference 1), The adjusted base
year inventory must be calculated the same way for each post-1996 milestone/attainment year.

Step 4:  Calculate required creditable reductions

The percent reduction required is calculated separately for VOC and NO,. The sum of the
percent VOC reduction and the percent NO, reduction must equal the 3 percent per year requmd
reduction. The YOC reduction is equal {o the number of years between milestone dates (usually 3)
multiplied by 0.03 minus the percent (n) that will be achieved through NO, reductions.

Percentage VOC reduction = ry = [0.03 * (x-y}} - n

where:
Tyoe = percent VOC reduction needed to meet the rate-ol-progress requirement.(x-
V) = Number of years between current (x} and previous (y) target
dates.
1 = percent of reductions that will be achieved through NO_ reductions

Next, these percentage figures are multiplied by the adjusted base vear inventories calculated
relative to the current milestone/altainment date to yield the required VOC ‘and NO, emission
reductions.

BG, yoc = BE,yoc ¥ fyuc
and
BG:‘,NOX = BE):,NOX * n
where:
BG, e = VO emission reduction requirement for milestone date (En Ib/day)
BG, ., = NO, emission reduction requirement for milestone date (in Ib/day)
BE oo = |1 990 adjusted base vear VOC inventory calculated relative to year x
bE:y NOX = 1990 adjusted base year NO, inventory calculated relative to year x
fyoe = percent VOC reduction needed to meet the rate- -ol-progress requirement.
1 = percent NO, reduction needed to meet the rate-of-progress requirement.

Step 5: Calculate fleef turnover correction term

For VOC and for the post-1999 NO, target, the fleet turnover correction is needed to
account for the mobile source emission reductions that would have occurred under the preenactment
FMVCP and RVP requirements (under 55 FR 23666), between consecutive milestone years. The
calculation of this correction for VOC is described in detail in section 2 of this document. This term
is calculated the same way for NO..

For the 1999 NO, target, different adjustments need {o be made because there is not a
target from a previous year that accounts for reductions between 1990 and 1996. Adjustments
must be made to account for emission reductions associated with FMVCP and RVP because these
emission reductions are not creditable for substitution. Unlike the adjustments made to the VOC
rate-of-progress base year emission inventory, the effects of reasonably available control fechnology
(RACT) fix-ups do not need to be included in the adjustment calculation because they do not alfect
NQ, emissions. Due to the lack of a NO, performance standard for I/M programs prior fo
enactment of the 1990 amendments to the Act and the negligible impact of corrections to Y'M
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programs on NO, emissions, the NO, target does not need to be adjusted fo account for /M
program corrections.

The NO, adjustment for FMVCP for the 1999 target is calculated as lollows:
FMVCF/RVE NO_ Reductions Between 1990 and 1999:

Subtract
Adjusted 1990 mobile source emissions = (1990 VMTMOBILESa emission factors from
B)
from
Actual 1990 mobile source emissions = (1990 VMT)(MOBILEDSa emission factors from A)
A) MOBILESa run from the 1990 base vear inventory. BEmission {actors from this run will be

used with actual 1990 VMT to calculate actual 1990 emissions.

B) MOBILESa run as in the 1990 base vear inventory, except that 1999 will be used as the
evaluation year (this will change the vehicle mix to account for fleet turnover). Emission
factors from this run will be used with actual 1990 VMT to calculate adjusted 1990
emissinns relative to 1999,

Step 6: Calculate post-1996 target levels of emissions

To calculate the target level VOC emissions, the required emission reductions calculated in
step 4 and the fleet turnover correction term from step 5 are subtracted from the previous
milestonie’s target level. For the purposes of calculating the 1999 VOC target, it may be necessary
o recalculate the 1996 target if the base year inventory was significantly rewsed after submittal of

the 15 percent rate-of-progress plan.

VOC target level = (previous milestone's target level) - (reductions required to meet the
rate-ol-progress requirement, calculated in step 4) - (fleet turnover
correction term, calculated in step 5.

The 1999 NO_ target is calculated by adding the required emission reductions calculated in
step 4 to the expected reducﬁ@m from the FMVCP and RVP and subtracting this tolal from the
1990 NO, rate-ol-progress inventory.

NO, target level = (1990 NO, rate-ol-progress inventory) - [(reductions required to
meet the rate-of-progress requirement, calculated in step 4) +
(reductions from 1990 to target year from FMVCP and RVP,
calculated in step 5)].

To calculate the post-1999 target level NO_ emissions, the required emission reductions
calculated in step 4 and the fleet turnover correction term from step 5 are subtracted from the
previous milestone's target level.

Post-1999 NO, target level = §prevﬁ0ug milestone's target level) -

reductions required to meet the rate-
ol-progress requirement, calculated in
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step 4} - (fleet turnover correction
term, calculated in step 3).

These targets represent the level of VOC and NO, emissions that must be achieved in order
for a nonattainment area to demonstrate that the rate-ol-progress requirement will be met. Om,e
these fargets have been calculated, the overall emission levels should be compared {o the area's
attainment demonstration fo ensure that the rate-of-progress plan is consistent with the sirategy
selected for the area's atfainment demonstration.

4.3 Creditability of Pre-1996 VOC and NO, Reductions

Under section 182(c)(2)(B)(ii) of the Act, States can credit VOC emission reductions
achieved in the 1990-1996 period to the post-1996 rate-ol-progress plan, if they are in excess of
the 15 percen‘[ VOC reductions (net of growth) required between 1990 and 1996. In addition,
section [82(c)(2)(C) of the Act provides for substitution of NO, emission reductions (net of growth)
for required post-1996 VOC emission reductions. As discussed in the "General Preamble for the
Implementation of Title [ of the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990," (57 FR 1351 7), this includes
NO, reductions occurring in the posi-1990 period such as NO, reductions achieved as a result of the
NO, RACT requirements of the Act. Because some NO, R; ACT provisions may allow 30-day
averaging, States will need to convert emissions from any source subject to such rules to a typical
sumimer day level of emissions.

4.4  Example Calculation of Post-1996 VOC and NO_ Target Levels

This section presents a hypothetical example that describes larget levels for 1999, Figures
5 and 6 show the calculation procedure for this example for VOC and NO,, respectively.

Caleulation of 1999 Targel Levels of Emissions

Developing the 1990 base year inventory and the 1990 rate-of-progress inventory are the
first two steps in calculating the post-1996 target levels. These inventories, which are bneﬂ
presented below, were to have been submitted by the States in their 15 percent rate-of-progress
plans. The EPA document entitled Guidance on the Adjusted Base Year Emissions Inventory and
the 1996 Target for the 15 Percent Rate-of-Progress Plans (see reference 1) describes these two
inventories in more detail.

Step 1:  Develop the 1990 base year inventory (Ib/day)

VOO NO,
Point Sources 1,000 5, 000
Area Sources 2,500 2 ()()O
Mobile Sources 3,500 + 3,000
Biogenic Sources + 5,000 -
Total 12,000 10,000

Step 2:  Develop 1990 rate-of-progress base year inventory (Ib/day)

VOC NO,

1990 base year inventory 12,000 10,000

Point Sources ~200 -1,000
Area Sources -500 -500
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Mobile Sources -500 -700
Biogenic Sources -5,000
Total 5,800 7,500
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Step 3:  Calculate the 1990 adjusted base year inventory for 1999

The only adjustment that must be made to the rate-of-progress inventory is to calculate
mobile source emission reductions using MOBILESa. This adjustment i3 made b‘y calculating a
mobile source emission factor for 1999, and multiplying the emission factor by 1990 VMT fo yield
mobile scurce emissions for the 1990 ad;usted base year inventory. For this example, the State
estimates that there will be a reduction of 600 Ib/day of VOC due 1o fleet turnover up through 19989
and the RVP limit specified for the nonattainment area in 55 FR 23666, and a NO_ reduction of
200 lb/day for the FMVCP and RVP. The following is the adjusted base year inv entor v developed
for the hypothetical nonatfainment area:

1990 adjusted VOC base vear inventory

1990 VOC rate-ol-progress inventory
- FMVCP/RVP reductions

5,800 Ib/day - 600 Ib/day

5,200 Ib/day.

1990 adjusted NO, base year inventory 1990 NO, rate-ol-progress inventory -
FMVCP/RVP reductions
7,800 Eb, ‘day - 200 Ib/day

7,600 Ib/day.

Step 4:  Calculate required creditable reductions

For 1999, the tolal percentage required reductionis 9 percen‘i (3 percent per year x 3
years). Inthis example, VOC emission reductions will account for 5 percent of the reductions
needed by 1999 and NO, reductions will account for the remaining 4 percent. This example
assumies that these per cent reductions are consistent with the area's attainment demonstration. The
required VOC and NO, emission reductions from 1996 fo 1999 are calculated as follows:

Percent NO, reduction =n = 4%.

Percent VOC reduction = [0.03 * (x-y)] - n

03 * (1999-1996)] - 0.04 = 0.05 = 5%

Next, these percentage figures are multiplied by the adjusted base year inventories calculated
relative to the current milestone/attainment date to yield the required VOC and NO, emission
reductions.

~ — ; e
B(}r,\/'()C = BE yoc * tyc
= 5,200 % 0.05 = 260 Ib/day
and

~ — YT %
BG, , = BE 1

%, NOx

= 7,600 %0.04 = 304 Ib/day.

Severe and extreme nonattainment areas must also calculate the post-1996 rate-of-progress
emission reductions for each of their milestone/attaimment dates.
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Step 5: Calculate fleet turnover correction term

As noted previously, this term is calculated differently for VOC and NO, for the 1999
example. For VOC, the fleet turnover correction term is the dilference between the FMVCP/RVP
emmission reductions calculated in step 3 and the previous milestone year's FMVCP/RVP emission
reductions. In this hypothetical example, the FMVCP/RVP reductions calculated relative (o 1996
are assumed to be 500 b/day of VOC. Therefore, the fleet turnover correction term for 1999 is
100 Ib/day of VOC (i.e., 600 Ib/day - 500 1b /da;y) The NO, correction lactor is the reductions
from the FMVCP and RV? In this example, the FMVCP/RV P NO, reductions are 200 [b/day.

Step 6: Calculate target level of emissions for 1989

To calculate the target level of emissions for VOC for 1999, the required emission
reductions calculated in step 4 and the fleel turnover correctinn term are subiracted from the 1996
milestone target level. The 1996 target level was calculated o be 4,000 Ib/day in the EPA
document Guidance on the Adjusted Base Year Emissions lnventory and the 1996 Targetfor the 15
Percent Rate-of-Progress Plan (see reference 1).

VOC target level = (1996 milestone target level) - (reductions calculated in step 4) -
(fleet turnover correction term)

= 1996 target level - (5,200 Ib/day * 0.05) - (600 Ib/day - 500
Ib/day)

= 4,000 th/day - 260 Ih/day - 100 Ib/day
= 3,640 Ih/day.

The target lor NO_is calculated by sublracting the sum of the NO, reduction required and
FMVCP/RVP reductions between 1990 and 1999 from the 1990 rate- Ofmprosvress inventory.

NO, target level = {1990 NO, rate-ol-progress inventory) - [{required reductions for
1999 calculated in step 4) + (FMVCP/RVP reductions)]

= 7,800 Ib/day - (7,600 lb/day * 0.04) - (200 Ib/day)
= 7,296 Ib/day.
This area's plan must therelore demonstrate that the projected 1999 VOC inventory will be

less than or equal to 3,640 Ib/day and the projected 1999 NO, inventory will be less than or equal
to 7,296 tb/day.
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5.0 CONTROL STRATEGIES

States will need to include control strafegies in their post-1996 rate-of-progress plans o
demonstrate how emissions will be controlled to achieve their milestone target level(s) of emissions
and to demonsirate attainment of the ozone NAAQS by their attaimment date. States may
demonstrate emission reductions by developing, adopling, and implementing Federally enforceable
control measures for stationary and mobile sources or by documenting improvements in rule
effectiveness (RE). Existing and future Federal regulatory programs for VOC and NO, sources have
been discussed in detail in the following two documents:

L Guidance for Growth Factors, Projections, and Conbrol Sirategies for the 15
Percent Rate-of-Progress Plans (see reference 6).

@ Ciidance on the Relationship Between the 15 Percent Rate-ol-Progress Plans and
Other Provisions of the Clean Ailr Act (see reference 7).

5.1 Mandatory Requirements

This section identifies the speciiic measures required by the Act for each classification of
ozone nonatiainment area. In addition, Table 2 lists the SIP submittal requirements for moderate
and above nonattainment areas in chronological order.

Serious Nonattainment Area Reguirements

Under section [ 82(c) of the Act, serious nonattainment areas are subject o the control
measures required for moderate areas (i.e., RACT rule fix-ups, RACT cafch-ups, /M program
corrections, basic I/M, stage Il vapor recovery) as well as the following additional control measures:

® Enhanced VM program.

L A major stationary source cut-off for RACT of 50 fons per year (Ipy) VOC or NO,.

@ Clean-fuel vehicle program in areas with a population greater than or equal to
250,000.

® Emission offset ratio of 1.2:1.

Emission reductions associated with stage Il vapor recovery, RACT caich-ups, basic I/M,
and the first three of the four control measures listed above are creditable toward the posi-1996
VO emission reduction requirement lo the extent that they occur between 1990 and 1899,
represent emission reductions that are real, permanent, and enforceable; and are not needed o meet
the 15 percent rate-oi-progress requirement. Due fo uncertainties in projecling new source growth
and determining the level of emission reductions needed to offset minor source growth, EPA will not
allow States to take credit in their post-1996 rate-of-progress plan for projected emission
reductions resulting from emission offsets. However, any additional, actual, permanent, and
enforceable emission reductions from an offset that are not used to offsel minor source growth will
be credifable in the milesione compliance demonsirations required for serious areas.

TABLE 2. SIP SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS FOR MODERATE AND ABOVE OZONE
NONATTAINMENT AREAS

18592
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—————— Moderate and above ozone nonattainment areas must submit the following ttems for their 15 percent rate-of-
progress plans:

2  Final 1990 base year inventory for VOC, NO,, and CO.

@ 1990 rate-of-progress base year invendory for VOC, NG, and CO.

e Initial 1990 adjusted base year inventory for VOC.

&  Documentation of how the 15 percent VOC redoction and 1996 target level of emissions were
caleulated.

&  Growth factors for developing projected rate-of-progress and modeling inventories.

&  Documentation of Act mandated control measures and associated control efficiencies.

—————— Moderate and above ozone nonattainment areas must subnuit:

Nov. 15 ®  New source review (NSRj rules for VOC and NO,. ) ]

SRS &  VOUC and NO, RACT rules {comamittal SIP acceptable for NO, for 1993 under certain
circumstances).

&  Stage I vapor recovery programs.

2  Reqguirements for eraission statement program (major sources of VOO and NO,).

~~~~~~ Serious and above ozone nonattainment areas must submit:
@  Eshanced UM programs and begin tmplementation {conwnittal SIP acceptable for 1993
irplementation).
@  COptional clean fuel fleet substitute

—————— Severe and extreme ozone nonattainment areas must submit:
&  Employer trip reduction programs.
e  Measwres for reducing VMT.
@  Transportation control measures (TCM's).

1985
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—————— Moderate ozone nonattainment areas not using the UAM must subnut an attainment demonstration.

—————— Moderate and above ozone nonattainment areas must submit their final 15 percent rate-ot-progress plans
mncluding:

@  Final 1996 projected emmission nventory for VOC, NO, and CO.

2  Control raeasures that will achieve emission reductions needed to meet thewr 15 percent VOO
emission reduction requirement.

%  Contingency measures for failures to meet their 1996 target lovel of emissions or failure to
attam the ozone NAAQS.

TABLE 2. 5IP SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS FOR MODERATE AND ABOVE
OZONE NONATTAINMENT AREAS (Continued)
In addition, the Federally implemented program for reformulated gasoline is
required in the nine nonattainment areas with the highest ozone design values during
the 1987-1989 period and populations over 250,000, Emission reductions {rom
the use of reformulated gasoline are also creditable toward the post-1996 rate-of-
nrogress plan.

Because cerlain measures are expected lo require significant levels of effort
Lo develop, including large amounis of conrdination between government agencies,
States may have diificully adopling all control measures in their final form by the
required 1994 rate-of-progress plan deadline. The EPA will allow States {o take
credit for expected reductions from "long-termy” measures in their post-1996 rate-of-
Nov. 15 progress plans only i backstop measures of at least equivalent reductions have been
adopted in the State’s 1994 SIP, and such backstop measures will aulomatically go
into effect if the long-term measures are not ready in time for their projected
implementation date. Further discussion of long-term control measures is provided
in section 5.7.

Severe Nonatlainment Area Requirements

Under section 1 82(d) of the Act, severe nonattainment areas are subject to
the control measures required for serious areas (except for emission offset
requirements) as well as the following additional control measures.

L Measures to offset VMT growih.

L] Employer trip reduction program.
& A major stationary source cut-off for RACT of 25 tpy VOC or NO,.
e Emission offset ratio of 1.3 1o 1 {or 1.2 {o | I the Stale's plan

requires all existing major sources in the nonattainment area to use
the best available control technology for the control of VOC

emissions).

As with serious nonattainment areas, EPA will not allow States with severe
nonattainment areas to take credit for projected emission reductions resulting from
emission offsets in their post-1996 rate-of-progress plans. However, any additional,
actual, permanent, and enforceable emission reductions from an offset that are not
used to offsel minor source growth will be creditable in the milestone compliance
demonstrations required for severe areas (i.e., in 1999, 2002, and for severe areas
with a 1986-1988 ozone design value of 0.190 ppm up 1o, but not including, 0.280
ppm, 2005). All other post-1 996 emission reductions that are real, permanent, and
enforceable are credilable in the post-1996 rate-of-progress plan.

Extreme Nonatlainment Area Reguirements
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- Berious ozone nonatiaimment areas with a popudation greater

than or equal to 250,000, and all severe and above ozone

nonaimmmn} reas. u:;i 5ubm% a dam fud Eieut v‘had
)51’361”10 1¢ mventory by \i

areas usmg E_JAM st submxi an
attainment demonsiration.

Serious and above ozone nonattainment areas must submit the following
items {or their post-1996 rate-of-progress plans:

B

L

1990 adjusted VOC base year inventory calculated for each
applicable milestone and attainment vear.

Projected inventory for applicable post-1996 milestone and
attainment dates (e.g., projected 1999 inventory lor serious
ozone nonatlainment areas).

Documentation of how the 3 percent per year VOC emission
reduction and target level of emissions were calculated {or each
applicable milestone date.

Growth factors used in developing projected rate-of-progress and
modeling inventories.

Final Techaical Support Documentation (TSD) of mandated
control measures and associated control elficiencies, plus
discretionary controls needed lor atfainment.

Serjous and above ozone nonatiainment areas and inferstale moderale
nonattainment areas must submit an attainment demonstration based on

UAM modeling, including control measures.1995Nov. 15

Moder

ate and

above

ozone nonatiainment
areas

must

submit

a

periodic

invento

ry of

VO,

NO,,

and CO

eImissio

ne in 1993.1996
Nov.

-Attainment
date for
moderate
ozone
nonattainment
areas

unless

the
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area
has

request

ed and

been granted
an extension.

2 . Sy N .. . . L . 5 1o
EPA is currently considering the possibility of requiring the submittal of this peniodic inventory by November 13, 1997,

3 . Sy N .. . . L . 5
EPA is currently considering the possibility of requiring the submittal of this peniodic inventory by November 13, 2000

~~~~~~ Milestone date for moderate and above ozone nonattainment areas to achieve

the 15 percent VOC emission reduction requirement.1997Feb, 1 5--mnmn

Serious and above ozone nonattainment areas must submit a milestone

compliance demonstration showing compliance with the 15 percent VOC emission

reduction requirement. 1 998Nov. | 5-mv Moderate and above ozone
nonattainment areas must
submit periodic inventory of
VOC, NO,, and CO emissions
in 1996.1999Nov. 1 5-mmmm Altainment
date for serious ozone nonattainment
areas, unless the area has
requesied and been granted an
extension.

—————— Milestone date for serious, severe, and extreme ozone nonattainment areas fo
achieve the 3 percent per vear VOC emission reduction
requirement.2000Feb. 1 5-wm- Severe and extreme ozone nonattainment

areas must submit a milestone compliance demonstiration

showing compliance with the 3 percent per

vear VOC emission reduction

requirement. 2001 Nov., 15— Serious
and
above
0Zone
nonattainment
areas
must
submit
periodic
invento
ry of
VOC,
NO,,
and CO
cmissio
s in
1999.2
002No
v. | 5—
Milesto
ne date
for
severe
and
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eImissio

ns in
2002.2
005No

v, 15—
-——Attainment
date for
severe

ozone
nonattainment
areas
{except
those

with a
1986-1988
design value
between
0.190

and

0.280

ppm)

unless

the

area

has

request

ed and

been
granted

an extension.

4 . S o .. . . L - c i
- EPA s currently considering the possibility of requiring the subrmittal of this periodic inventory by November 15, 2003.

Y EPAis currently considering the possibility of reguiring the subrmittal of this periodic inveniory by November 13, 2006.

~~~~~~ Milestone date for severe and extreme ozone nonattainment areas to achieve

the 3 percent per year VOC emission reduction requirement.2006Feb. 15—

- Severe ozone nonatiainment areas with a 1986-1988 design value between
(.190 and 0.280 ppm and exireme ozone nonatiainment areas musf
submit a milestone compliance demonstration showing compliance
with the 3 percent per year VOC emission reduction
requirement.2007Nov. | §------ For severe ozone nonatiainment

areas with a 1986-1988
design value between 0.190
and 0.280 ppm:
e Milestone date.
@ Altainment date unless the area has requested and been granted
an extension.

—————— Severe and extreme ozone nonattainment areas must submil periodic
inventory of VOC, NO,, and CO emissions in 2005.2008Nov. 15
Milestone date for exireme ozone nonatiainment areas to achieve the 3
percent per year VOC emission reduction requirement.2009Feb. 15—
Extreme ozone nonattainment areas must subimit a milestone compliance
demonstration showing compliance with the 3 percent per vear VOU emission
reduction requirement. 201 0Nov. 1 5---m- For extreme ozone
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nonatiainment areas:
@& Milestone date.
@ Altainment date unless the area has requested and been granted
6o L s an exiension. o ! .
EPA is cumently considering the possibilitgol “gﬁﬁlﬁ%’iiglﬁé‘f‘kfﬁl&fﬁi e ?§'df&%m€/@@‘i’?; NOEE EF Eissions in 2008.

Under section 182(e) of the Act, extreme ozone nonattainment areas are
subject to the control measures required for severe areas (except for emission
ofiset requirements) as well as the following additional control measures.

] Clean fuels or advanced control technology for specified boilers.
] A major stationary source cut-off for RACT of 10 tpy VOU or NO..

] Emission ofiset ratio of 1.5 to 1 {(or 1.2 to 1 in the case where the
State's plan requires all existing major sources in the nonattainment
area {o use the best available conirol technelogy to control VOC emissions).

As with severe nonattainment areas, EPA will not allow States with extreme
nonattainment areas to take credit in their post-1996 rate-ol-progress plans for
projected emission reductions resulting irom emission ofisets. However, any
additional, actual, permanent, and enforceable emission reductions resulting from

an ofiset that is not used to ofiset minor source growth will be creditable in the
milestone compliance demonstrations required for such areas (i.e., in 1999, 2002,
2005, and 2008). All other post-1996 emission reductions that are real, permanent,
and enforceable are creditable in the post-1996 rate-of-progress plan.

5,2 Additional Control Measures

Reference 6 provides information with respect to stationary source controls
including control technique guideline (CTG) and alternative control technique
{ACT) documents, new source performance standards (NSPS), and national
emission standards for hazardous air pollutants (NESHAP). The appendices of
Reference 6 also provide references for and summarize the information contained
in draft and final CTG and ACT documents, provide references for background
information documents developed to support the technical basis for NSPS and
NESHAP, and present other information sources that provide technical and cost
information for alternative control technologies for VOC and NO_ source
categories. Additionally, the State and Territorial Air Pollution Program
Administrators and Association of Local Air Pollution Contro! Officials
{(STAPPA/ALAPCO) has developed a document titled Meeting the 15-Percent
Rate-oi-Progress Requirement Under the Clean Air Act, September 1993, that
contains a comprehensive catalogue of control measures for VOC emission sources.

Sections 5.5 and 5.6 of Reference 6 discuss RE improvements and the
quantilication of RE improvement programs, respectively. The criteria for
determining creditable emission reductions associated with RE improvements for
the 15 percent VO emission reduction requirement are also applicable for
determining the creditability of emission reductions toward the post-1996 emission
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reduction requirement so long as emission reductions were not credited towards
meeting the 15 percent VOC emission reduction requirement. State and local

agencies should review the information in Reference 6 for determining the

creditability of emission reductions associated with RE improvements in their

post-1996 rate-ol-progress plans. EPA has issued a new guideline on RE improvements
{(see reference }.

Motor vehicle controls can be classified into measures that reduce per
vehicle emissions or measures that reduce VMT, and thus overall emissions. The
latter group of control measures are commonly classilied as TCM’s. The Act
mandates a mix of national and area-specific motor vehicle control measures fo
reduce per vehicle emissions. National measures include the FMVCP and RVP
timits for gasoline. The FMVCP includes evaporative/running loss controls and tailpipe/extended
useful life standards. Area-specilic measures include Stage H (service station
vehicle refueling) controls, clean {uel fleet programs, the California general clean
fuels program, reformulated gasoline, and enhanced I/M. The TCMWs attemipt to
decrease {raflic congestion, especially during peak commuting hours, by providing
alternatives to single-occupant vehicle use. Note that if the TCM's are not adopted
measures a statement must be included in the plan that the State, local government,
or regional agency enters into a commitment {enforceable to the extent allowed
under enforcement provisions of the Act and applicable State law) fo do the
following: (a) implement and enforce the plan elements for which the State, local
government, or regional agency is responsible under the SIP; (b) use, insolar as
necessary, the resources identified in the SIP for carrying out those SIP elements;
and {c} on the schedule specilied in the SIP, apply for resources and legislative
authority that are not yet available to the State, local government, or regional
agency. The Office of Mobile Sources is currently developing additional guidance
which will provide more detail on including TCM's in a SIP submittal.

Section 5 of Relference 6 provides an overview of all of these control
measures and provides references for further information on the control
measures. Relerence 6 alse discusses EPA's plans for controlling emissions from nonread
engines [e.g., heavy-duty nonroad (farm and censtruction) equipment, recreational
boats, small farm and garden equipment, railroad engines, and construction
equipment.}

it should be noted that the final post-1996 rate-oi-progress plans must
contain fully adopted measures in the control strategy submitted by November 15,
1994, However, after the November 15, 1994 post-1996 rate-oi-progress plan
submittal date, a State may choose to revise its SIP to replace existing control
measures in its control strategy with newly promulgated Federal control measures.

Any control measures implemented in a nonattainment area that are the
result of a pre-1990 Federal implementation plan are not creditable in the post-
1996 rate-oi-progress plan.

5.3  Emission Projections

States must include control measures in their post-1996 rate-ol-progress
plans to ofiset the emissions growth projected to occur alfter 1996. States will
therefore need to project their emission inventories to estimate emissions growth
for each milestone and attainment year. The projected inventories must reflect
expected growth in activity, as well as regulatory actions which will affect emission
levels. These projected inventories will be used to determine whether a control
strategy is adequate to meet the rate-of-progress and attainment demonstration requirements.
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Projections of emissions require consideration of several factors:

] Changes in activity at sources included in the base year inventory.

] Changes in the number of controlied sources and the levels of
control for sources included in the base year inventory.

@ Changes in the level of effectiveness of control measures [(RE}].

@ Retirement of sources in the base year inventory.

e Addition of new sources and their levels of control (where known).

The EPA document entitled Guidance for Growth Factors, Projections and Control
Strategies for the 15 Percent Rate-ol- Progress Plan (see reference 6) provides
guidance on how these concepts should be incorporated in projecting emissions for
rate-oi-progress and attainment demonstration purposes. The following provides
additional details on the selection of appropriate growth factors for estimating
emissions growth,

Cirowth Factors

Emission projections for point sources can be based on information
obtained directly from facilities and/or permit applications; area and mobile source
emission projections may be developed from information from local planning
agencies. The EPA suggests that under the following circumstances, surveys of
individual point sources be performed: (1) the industry is a dominant one in the
region; (2) the industry's growth may not be captured in regional projections; or (3)
it is expected that the indusiry will experience significant growth or decline in
production (see reference ). When information on a specific facility is not available
and there are survey data on growth trends for other facilities in the same category,
it may be possible to apply these trends to the facilities which were not surveyed
{see reference }. When information is not available from plants, permit
applications, or local planning agencies, survey data can be extrapolated to all
sources or forecasts. Source-specilic information on expected future emissions-
producing activity is rare for point sources and not available for area or mobile
sources. In the absence of source-specific data, credible growth factors must be
developed from accurate forecasts of economic variables and the activities
associated with the variables.

When survey data are not available or it is not appropriate {o extrapolate
survey results to a source, economic variables may be used to project activity.
Fronomic variables that may be used as indicators of activity growth are product
output, value added, earnings, and employment. Product output is a measure of
physical units of output by an industry, value added is the difierence between the
value of inputs to the production process and the values of the outputs of the
process, earnings data capture wage earnings in an industry, and employment
measures the number of persons employed in an industry. Emission projections
guidance developed by EPA suggests that product output is the best indicator of
activity growth and that its use is "preferable to any of the (other) indicators, if it is
available” (see reference 3).

Economic data and models which provide acceptable growth factors for
emission projections include the Bureau of Economic Analysis (BEA) forecasts for

States and metropolitan statistical areas (MSA's); the Economic Growth Analysis
System (E-GAS), which models economic growth and estimates corresponding
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increases in emissions-producing activity; and the Emissions Preprocessor System
(EPS) for UAM, which produces spatially- and temporally-resolved emission

inventories for mpui to UAM.

BEA Data

If emissions growth estimates are not available from individual plants or
other local sources, use a surrogate growth indicator unless one of the previously
stated circumstances exists. One EPA-approved source of economic data for
projecting stationary sources is the U.5. Department of Commerce's BEA. Every 5
years, BEA publishes economic lorecasts for MSA's, States, and regions in hard
copy and disk format. The most recent economic forecasts released by BEA are summarized
in the Bureau of Economic Analysis Regional Projections to 2040; Volumes |, {1,

and Il (see references , , } which contain forecasts of personal income, earnings,
and employment data for the MSA's, States, regions, and the entire United States.
The forecasts of interest for ozone modeling are the MSA- and State-level
forecasts. The BEA economic forecast variables available for MSA's and States
are presented in Table 3. For these data to be used to project source

classification code (SCC)- and area source category code (ASC)-|

evel activity,

some type of matching, or Crosswalk, between economic categories and point and
area sources, must be used. The E-GAS model and the EPS both contain
Crosswalks. The EPS allows the user to enter BEA (or other) forecasts and uses
this information to develop projected emission inventories for use by UAM; E-GAS
develops economic growth factors internally and sends these factors to ifs
Crosswalk, which pmduses SCC- and ASC-level growth factors. These growth
factors can be used in rate-oi-progress calculations or, with the addition of control

measures, in UAM modeling.

As the information in Table 3 indicates, there is a trade-off between
geographic and industrial disaggregation in the BEA data. The state-level forecasts
are disaggregated into 65 categories, including over 20 industrial categories. The
MSA-level forecasts are for 16 categories, and only three general industrial
categories: total manufacturing, durable goods manufacturing, and nondurable
fmads manufacturing. The MSA-level data, however, are specific to each urban
area and therefore should provide a better estimate of expected activity in the UAM

modeling domains.

Fronomic Growth Analvsis System (E-{i45)

The EPA's Air and Energy Engineering Research Laberatory (AEERL)

developed E-GAS as an additional tool for use

MSAs

Farm
Agricultural services, forestry, fisheries, and other
Mining
Construction
Manufacturing
Nondurable goods mamfacturing
Durable goods manufacturing
Transportation and public utilities
Wholesale trade
Retail trade
Finance, insurance, and real estate
Services
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Government and government enterprises

States

Farm
Agricultural services, forestry, fisheries, and other
Agricultural services, forestry, and fisheries
Other
Mining
Coal mining
Oil and gas extraction
Metal mining
Nonmetallic minerals, except fuels
Construction
Manufacturing
Nondurable goods manufacturing
Food and kindred products
Tobacco manufacturers
Textile mill products
Apparel and other finished fextile products
Paper and allied products
Printing and publishing
Chemical and allied products
Petroleum and coal products
Rubber and miscellaneous plastic products
Leather and leather products
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TABLE 3. BEA PROJECTION CATEGORIES FOR METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS

(M5A's) AND STATES (continued)

States

Manufacturing
Durable goods manufacturing
Lamber and wood preducts (cxeept furniture and fixtures)
Furniture and fixtures
Stone, clay, and glass products
Primary metal industries
Fabricated metal products
Machinery, except electrical
Electric and electronic cquipment
Transportation equipment, except motor vehicles
Motor vehicles and equipment
Instroments and related products
Miscellancous manufacturing
Transportation and public utilities
Railroad transportation
Trucking and warchousing
Local, suburban, and highway passenger transportation
Air transportation
Pipeline transportation
Transportation services
Water transportation
Communication
Electric, gas, and sanitary services
Wholesale trade
Retail trade
Finance, insurance, and real estate
Banking
Other credit and securities agencies
Insurance
Real estate and combination offices
Services
Hotels and other lodging places
Personal, business, and miscellaneous repair services
Autometive repair, services, and garages
Amusement and recreation services
Motion pictures
Private houscholds
Health services
Private education serviees
Monprofit organizations
Miscellaneous professional serviees
Government and government enterprises
Federal, civilian
Federal, military
State and local

In addition, the REMI models are updated vearly, which allows the forecasts to be based on recent information

on the economic structure and activity of the U.S, and its regional economies.

The EPA is not preferring or reguiring the use of E-GAS. 5States are encouraged to
incorporate the most accurate growth factors available into their projected inventories. E-GAS is
another tool that can be used in this process. Documentation of the system was released in April
1993, (See references 14, 15.} Copies of the model software can be obtained from the Global

Emissions and Control Division of AFCERL.

EFP4's Emissions Preprocessor System (EPS)
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While the BEA data and E-GAS are tools that assist in the development of projection factors, the
EPS is a tool that can be used to take those economic projections and calculate projection year
emissions. H a State uses a preprocessor system other than EPS, it should be documented in its
SIP. These projections can be for the post-1996 rate- eprr@gress requirement and also for the UAM
modeling required Jor the attainment demonstrations. In erder to run the UAM, an emission
inventory which corresponds to a specific episode (defined by the day of the Week time of day, and
meteorological conditions) must be developed. This inventory must be disaggmgated spatially,
temporally, and chemically as UAM develops estimates of ozone concentrations using hourly emission
data, by chemical species, for each grid cell in the modeling domain. The inventories required by the
Act include typical peak ozone day, county-level VOC, NO,, “and carbon monoxide (CO) emissions
for 1990. The EPS serves to develop hourly emission rates from annual or daily emissions; emissions
by grid cell from county emissions; nitrogen oxide (NO) and nitrogen dioxide (NO,) emissions from
N(} inventories and speciated hydrocarbon emissions from VOC inventories. The EPS can be used
to dev elop these inventories for 1990 or, using forecasts of various economic indicators such as
population, VMT, and industrial sector activity, for a future year. Pre-1990 estimates can be
developed in a similar fashion using backcasts of these economic indicators.

Based on the population, VMT, and industrial activity forecasts, EPS can develop a gridded,
speciated, hourly emission inventory for a future episode for use by UAM. This inventory will
reflect expected growth in activity, but will not account for changes in emissions due to controls,
process changes, or other factors which would change the amount of emissions produced per unit
activity. These changes can be identified by the user and input to EPS to run control scenario
forecasts. These scenarios can be developed to examine potential or expected reductions in emissions
from specific SCC's or more general source categories {e.g., fuel combustion, degreasing, dry
cleaning, etc.).

5.4  Relationship Between the Post-1996 Rate-ol-Progress Plans and Other Provisions of the
Act

Reference 7 summarizes the regulatory programs required by the Act for controlling VOC
and NO, emissions. This guidance document also provides guidelines on the types of emission reductions
that can be credited towards meeting the emission reduction requirements for the rate-of-progress
plans. The criteria for determining creditable emission reductions for the 15 percent VOU emission
reduction requirement are also applicable for determining the creditability of emission reductions
toward the post-1996 rate-of-progress plan requirements so long as emission reductions were not
credited towards meeting the 15 percent VOC emission reduction requirement. State and local
agencies should review the information in Reference 7 for determining the creditabilily of emission
reductions in their post-1996 rate-of-progress plans,

Multinle Projection System (MPS)

The MPS is designed to facilitate the projection of future emissions of ezone precursors,
specitically CO, VOCs, and NO,, in any given geographic area. The MPS gives state/local air
agencies a computer system capable of performing "what if scenario analysis” and reporting the final
results (i.e., their rate-of-progress inventory) to EPA.

The system is capable of projecting emissions out to the year 2008 at intervals of 3
years. In addition to prejecting emissions, the system can make projections in the form of
percent reduction relative to base year emissions. The system is designed to accept input data
from either the AIRS Facility Subsystem (AFS) or the Area and Mobile Source Subsystem (AMS).
Output from the system is in the form of tables or graphs, which can be directed to the computer
screen or to a printer. Tabular results can also be output to an ASCII file, allowing the user to
subsequently import the reported information into other software for further analysis (either
numeric or graphic). Data contained in the output file can also be exported to Lotus 123,
dBaselll, or Excel. As indicated above, the principal output types are batch transactions in AIRS
FS and AMS format.
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As was stated earlier, the purpose of the MPS is to facilitate the projection of future emissions
of CO, VOC, and NO,. To this end, the interactive mode of the MPS was created with the following
basic capabilities:

import emission data fer 1990 and contrel efficiency, RE, rule penetration, and growth factor
data for 1990 and later vears;

import 1990 activity level data, projected growth factors, and projected emission factor data
for on-road mobile sources;

accept user-specified criteria for selecting imported records;

allow editing of imported control efficiency, RE, rule penetration, and growth factor data
prior to projection of future emissions;

project future emissions for the selected records based on these data;

export projected emission data as DBaselll, Lotus, and Excel files;

generate tabular reports of projected emissions out to the year 2008;

generate graphs depicting projected emissions out to the year 2008; and

generate baich transaction files of projected emission data for import intoe AFS or AMS.

Necessary input from the user to the MPS may be apparent from this list. The user must
provide files containing the 1990 emission data and the control efficiency, RE, rule penetration and
growth factor data for future years. The projected growth factor file is generated by the E-GAS.

5.5  Economic Incentive Programs (EIP)

Section 182(g)}{(4)(B) of the Act requires EPA o promulgate rules for EIP's. A State with
an extreme ozone nonattainment area must submit an EIP when it fails to submit a milestone compliance
demonstration or to meet an applicable rate-ol-progress milestone. Such programs are also identified
as an explicit option upon such failures in serious and severe ozone nonattainment areas.
Additionally, the Act explicitly allows the use of EIP's in the general SIP requirements |section
110(a)(2)], the general provisions for nonattainment area SIP's [section 172(c}(6}], and in the system
of regulations for controlling emissions from consumer or commercial products [section 183(e){4)].

On February 23, 1993, EPA proposed a rule for implementing EIP's (58 FR 11110). The
proposed EIP rule serves as interim guidance for both mandated (statutory) and discretionary EIP's
and addresses some of the general issues associated with the design and implementation of
EiP's. Reference 7 presents EPA's interim guidance on the relationship between the 15 percent
rate-oi-progress plans and ElIP's. Because the discussion provided in reference 7 is also relevant
to the post-1996 plan, States should review the guidance provided in that document.

5.6  Contingency Measures

The Act requires that States with ozone nonattainment areas classified as moderate and
above include contingency measures in their SIP's [sections 172(c)(9) and 182(c)(9)]. The contingency
measures are the additional controls fo be implemented in the event of 2 milestone or attainment
failure. Section 172(c){9) of the Act specilies the general requirements for nonattainment area SiP's
to contain contingency measures that will take effect without further action by the State or EPA if
an area either fails to make reasonable further progress or fails to attain the NAAQS by the applicable
attainment date. Section 182(c}(9) requires SIP contingency measures for failure of serious and above
areas to meet milestones. Plans to meet the 1996 milestone date are required as part of the 15 percent
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rate-oi-progress submittal, due by November 15, 1993. Relerence 6 presents background information
on the development of commgency measures for the 15 percent rate-ol-progress pﬂan, which is also
applicable to the post-1996 rate-or-progress plan.

All contingency measures must be fully adopted rules or measures but do not have to be
implemented unless and until they are triggered by a failure to either meet a milestone or attain the
NAAQS. EPA recognizes that many States are not accustomed fo adopting rules that are not
implemented immediately so the triggering of measures to be implemented at a later date may be
a novel concept. The SIP should clearly state the trigger mechanisms, a schedule of the implementation
of the measures, and an indication that the measures will be implemented with no further action by
the State or EPA (e.g., a public hearing should take place before the SIP is submitted). Appendix
B discusses the milestone and attainment failure process. Additional information specific to the
development or implementation of contingency measures in the post-1996 timeframe is discussed
below.

if a moderate or above nonattainment area receives a I-year or two 1-year extensions of its
attainment date, the contingency measures will not be required until the nonattainment area fails to
attain the new attainment date. If a milestone compliance demonstration is required for a
nonattainment area and the area fails to meet the milestone, then the contingency measures
would be required to be implemented even if the nonattainment area were receiving an
attainment date extension.

For the post-1996 rate-of-progress plan, some areas will be able to meet the contingency
measures requirement by referencing the contingency measures identified in 15 percent rate-oi-
progress plan. The policy for States to include NO,_ contingency measures in their 15 percent
rate-oi-progress plan that was due November 15, 1993 is outlined in "Guidance on Issues
Related to the 15 Percent Rate-of-Progress Plans,” Memorandum from Michael H. Shapiro,
Acting Assistant Administrator for Air and Radiation to the Regional Division Direclors, August
23, 18993. Contingency measures for the post-1096 rate-of-progress plan must not be
inconsistent with the area's attainment demonstration. If a serious or above area fails to meet
the 15 percent requirement and uses their contingency measures or a portion thereol, then the
State can backlill those measures with all VOC, NO,, or a combination of VOC and N@ measures
based upon the modeling analysis in that area. "EPA finds this acceptable due to the fact that NO,
substitution for the 3 percent per year VOC reduction requirement is permitted for under the Act.

Additionally, areas that have implemented control measures from their overall SIP control
strategy as a contingency measure or that have implemented any of their contingency measures listed
in their 13 percent rate-of-progress plan must develop new measures to backfill the contingency plan
and/or the control strategy. Within 1 year of the triggering of a contingency requiring the early
implementation of control measures, the State must submit a SIP revision containing whatever
additional provisions are needed to backiill the SIP to remedy any eventual shortfall that may
occur as the result of the early use of the control measures. The EPA expects any control measures
that are implemented early as part of a contingency plan will remain in place (or be superseded by
replacement control measures) until the next milestone. Af the next milestone, the State can
demonstrate whether or not these control measures are needed to stay on track.

The EPA encourages the early implementation of required control measures and of
contingency measures as a means of guarding against failures to meet a milestone or to attain. Any
implemented measures (that are not needed for the rate-oi-progress requirements or for the attainment
demonstration) would need to be backfilled only to the extent they are used to meet a milestone. For
purposes of an attainment failure, it would be impractical to require States to backiill the contingency
measures when they have already Tulfilled the contingency measure requirement for their
classification. The State would be required to adopt new contingency measures as part of the process
of developing their new SIP for their new classilication. See "Early Implementation of Contingency
Measures for Ozone and Carbon Monoxide (CO) Nonattainment Areas,” Memorandum from
(. T. Helms, Chiel, Ozone/Carbon Monoxide Programs Branch, August 13, 1993,
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For milestone failures, EPA only requires that contingency measures be implemented to
compensate for the degree of failure. For example, a shortiall of 2 percent requires implementation
of sulficient measures to make up for the 2 percent, and does not require that all contingency
measures be implemented. General information on milestone and attainment failures is
contained in Appendix B of this document. Additional information on the milestone compliance demonstration
submittals and implications will be provided in a forthcoming rulemaking to be proposed in the spring
of 1994, For an attainment failure, EPA will require that all contingency measures in the SIP be
implemented.

States could adopt measures that are required for the next higher classification to Tulfill their
contingency measure requirement. The cutpeints Tor stationary or area sources could also be lowered
for already-adopted measures in the control strategy. States should be aware that any rule or measure
that meets the creditability requirements of section 182(b}{(1}{C) and (D), that would achieve real,
permanent, enforceable reductions, and that is not already required, can be adopted as a contingency
measure. In addition, please refer to "Clarification of Issues Regarding the Contingency Measures
that are due November 15, 1993 for Moderate and Above Ozone Nonattainment Areas,”

Memorandum from D. Kent Berry, Acting director, Air Quality Management Division,
November 8, 1993, for more information.

5.7  Long-Term Control Measures

It is anticipated that some serious and above ozone nonattainment areas will need
significantly large emission reductions to achieve attainment by their attainment date. The EPA
recognizes that it may be an unreasonable burden Jor such areas to identily, develop, and adopt in
final form all of the control measures needed to demonstrate attainment in their post-1996 rate-
of-progress plans, which must be submitted to EPA by November 15, 1994. The General Preamble
for the Implementation of Title I of the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 (57 FR 13498) sets
forth the requirements for the areas that may need additional time to fully develop and adopt
certain "long-term” control measures that would be the preferred method to achieve attainment.
The long-term control measures would include these that require complex analyses, decision
making, and coordination among a number of governmental agencies. It is important to note that
no measure that is specifically required by the Act (e.g., NO, RACT controls) can be considered a
"fong-term” control measure.

The EPA intends to allow such areas reasonable time to complete full development and
adoption of long-term control measures under the following conditions:

] The portion of the post-1996 rate-of-progress plan that contains the
demonstration of attainment must identify each control measure for which
additional time would be needed for full development and adoption.

@ The plan must show that the long-term control measures cannot be fully developed
and adopted by the submittal date for the attainment demonstration,

] The plan must contain an enforceable commitment (i.e., a commitment that has been
subjected to hearing as part of the SIP) by the relevant agency that development and
adoption will occur on an expeditious schedule to achieve specified emission
reductions from each long-term control measure for each year through the attainment
year.

] The plan must contain a "backstop” control measure for each long-term control

measure that would be implemented to achieve equivalent emission reductions unless
the long-term control measure is adopted and implemented on schedule.

ED_002666_00001146-00060



&

The long-term control measures must not be needed to meet any emission reduction
requirements during the first 6 years after enactment (i.e., from November 15, 1990
through November 15, 1996).
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@ States must have enabling legisiation adopted by November 15, 1994 that provides
States with the authority to adopt any measures under consideration for the post-1996
rate-oi-progress plan,

The backstop control measures must be fully adopted and included in the post-1996 rate-
ol-progress plan submittal and are in addition to the contingency measures that are required to address
milestone and attainment failure. The backstop contrel measures must be designed to go into effect
automatically on a schedule (which should be defined in the SIP submittal) suflicient to achieve all
of the emission reductions associated with each long-term control measure for each year through the
attainment vear. The backstop control measures may represent broad, across-the-board emission
reductions rather than thoroughly analyzed and developed control measures. For example, a declining
emission cap {e.g., Ibs/day, tpy) for all stationary sources above a certain size could be an appropriate
backstop control measure.

Several States have expressed concern about the backstop measure requirement. However,
EPA's legal counsel has advised that the only remedy to allow a State {o include long-term measures
in their post-1996 rate-of-progress plan is to require the backstop measures. The requirement for
backstop control measures is set forth in the General Preamble for the Implementation of Title [ of
the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 (57 FR 13498). The rationale for this requirement is
that the wording in the Act requires that States submit SIP measures to achieve emission targets
and attainment within a certain timeframe. The adoption of backstop control measures helps to ensure
that these will be achieved.

When each long-term control measure is Tully developed and adopted, it must be submitted
to EPA as a SIP revision. The revision would also propose deletion of the corresponding backstop
control measure. The EPA's approval of each long-term control measure would also rescind each
corresponding backstop control measure from the SIP. For this reason, EPA does not anticipate the
actual implementation of backstop control measures in most cases because States will have ample
opportunity to submit SIP revisions to incorporate fully developed and adopted long-term control
measures and to delete the backstop control measures from the SIP. In addition, if a long-term
control measure cannot be developed, then a State has the option of submitting a SIP revision to
add a fully developed and adopted alternative control measure to replace the original long-term control
measure prior to any necessary implementation of a backstop control measure.

Thus, a State may find that progress can be achieved with control measures that are Tully
developed, adopted, and included in its post-1996 rate-or-progress plan by November 15, 1994.
However, the State may determine that expeditious attainment of the NAAQS is impossible unless
its SIP also includes control measures which cannot be fully developed until after the November 15,
1994 submittal deadline. In its post-1996 rate-of-progress plan submittal, the State must clearly
describe each of the long-term control measures and show that each measure cannot be fully
developed and adopted until a specified future date, despite expeditious implementation eflorts. The
post-1996 rate-oi-progress plan must include with each long-term control measure an enforceable
schedule binding responsible agencies to achieve the identilied emission reductions associated with
implementation of each long-term control measure. Please note that the intention of long-term control
measures are for aiding in attaining the NAAQS. EPA realizes, however, that in some circumstances
fong-term measures may be needed for the rate-ol-progress requirements as well. Therelore, these
measures (if all above requirements are followed) are creditable to the post-1996 rate-ol-
progress péan requirements as long as the appropriate amount of reductions are achieved by the
milestone date.

5.8  New Technologies for Extreme Ozone Nonattainment Areas

in addition to the long-term measures option discussed in section 5.7 above, section 182({e}(5)
of the Act permits the EPA to approve 51P's and attainment demonstrations for extreme ozone
nonattainment areas which include control measures that anticipate the development of new control
techniques or the improvement of existing technologies. In order to receive EPA approval, the State

[ &2
[
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cannot use such measures {o achieve the necessary emission reductions required during the

1990-2000 period and the State must submit enforceable commitments to develop and adopt contingency
measures in case the anticipated technologies either were not developed or do not achieve the planned
reductions. These contingency measures must be submitted to EPA no later than 3 years before the
proposed implementation of the new technology measures, and must be approved by EPA in

accordance with the requirements of section 110 of the Act. These contingency measures are in

addition to the contingency measures required for the post-1996 rate-of-progress plan.

ED_002666_00001146-00063



6.0 POST-1996 RATE-OF-PROGRESS PLAN AND ATTAINMENT DEMONSTRATION
SUBMITTALS AND DOCUMENTATION

6.1 Post-1996 Rate-of-Progress and Attainment Demonstration Requirements

This section identifies the information and documentation that must be included in the
November 15, 1994 rate-ol-progress and attainment demonstration submittal. It alse includes
suggested formats for these submittals. The November 15, 1994 SIP submittals must include the
following elements and documentation:

] 1990 adjusted base year inventory(ies).’

] VOC (and NO_, where applicable) target level(s) for each milestone year and
supporting calculations.

@ Growth factors for developing projected rate-of-progress and attainment modeling
inventories.

@ Control measures and their associated control efficiencies.

] Projected milestone and attainment year inveniories reflecting the adopted controf
strategy.

@ Fully adopted post-1996 rate-of-progress plan, including attainment

demonstration and any control measures needed to meet rate-of-progress or
attainment demonstration requirements.®

e Modeling Documentation (see reference 4).

1990 Adiusted Base Year Inventory

Documentation of the adjusted base year inventory for each milestone year will take two
distinct forms. The written documentation must include the expected emission reductions from the
FMVCP and RVP program, as well as both actual 1990 motor vehicle emissions using 1990 VMT
and MOBILESa emission factors, and the adjusted emissions using 1990 VMT and the MOBILESa
emission factors calculated for each milestone/attainment year with the appropriate RVP for the
nonattainment area as mandated by EPA. States must provide EPA with the inputs to the MOBILES3a
model used in calculating the expected emission reductions from the FMVCP and RVP program.

For purposes of the AIRS Area and Mobile Source Subsystem (AMS) adjusted base year
submittal, States must provide the RVP inputs as required under the Act for the nonattainment area,
and run the MOBILESa model for 1999 and each subsequent milestone/attainment year vehicle mix
{e.g., extreme areas run the model for 1999, 2002, 2005, 2008, and 2010). Because the
calculation of the FMVCP and RVP program emission reductions requires separate runs of the MOBILE3a
model, States will not submit the emission reductions from these programs directly into AIRS.

! Both the 1990 base year inventory and 1990 rate-of-progress base year inventories were
calculated for the 15 percent rate-of-progress plan. H any adjustments are made o these inventories
since they were submitted for the 15 percent plan, then these revised inventories will need to be
submitted as part of the posi-1 996 rate-of-progress plan, with a full explanation of the changes and
why they were made. I no changes were made, then the State should reference the previous
inventories in the post-1996 rate-ol-progress plan.

8 See CFR Part 51.281 on adopted measures. See section 5.2 of this document for
information on using TCM's that are not adopted measures {or the rale-of-progress plan.
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Other requirements for documentation and submittal of the adjusted base year inventory to
AIRS are the same as those for the 1990 base year inventory. Requirements and guidance for
documentation of the base year inventory are presented in Emission Inventory Requirements for
Ozone Siate Implementation Plans (see reference 16), and Example Documentation Report for 1990
Base Year Ozone and Carbon Monoxide State Implementation Plan Emission Inventories (see
reference 17.) States should realize that there will be no submittal of an "adjusted” point-source
inventory for the AIRS facility subsystem (AFS) because point-source emissions are not altered in
the calculation of the adjusted inventory from the rate-of-progress base year inventory. The
point-source emissions for both the rate-of-progress and adjusted base year inventories can,
therefore, be directly retrieved from the 1990 base vear inventory. Stationary area-source
emissions are not altered either. All adjustments apply to mobile source emissions. Base year
and adjusted base year point source emissions are different because the base year inveniory
includes sources located outside of the nonattainment area boundaries. The AIRS has aflag to
indicate which sources are within the designated nonattainment area boundaries and, therefore,
can separate the point source emissions to develop these two different inventories.

Tarzet Level(s) of Emissions

The target level(s) of emissions for each milestone and attainment vear is the maximum
amount of anthropogenic emissions within the nonattainment area that are permitted to occur in that
year in order to comply with the rate-of-progress requirements. The EPA expects the States to
document the target emission level(s) as well as the calculations made in determining the target
level(s).

Conirol Measure and Growth Factor Information

Documentation for all of the control measures and their associated control efficiencies
and RE factors for both the post-1996 rate-of-progress plan and the attainment demonstration
must be submitted. See Table 1 in the EPA document entitied Guidance on the Adjusted Base
Year Emissions Inventory and the 1996 Target for the 15 Percent Rate-oi-Progress Plans (see
reference 1) for a suggested computerized format. Table | also provides an example of growth
factor documentation.

The control measure information consists primarily of a list of control measures and
associated control efficiencies on a computer disketie file formatted as discussed above. For control
measures that will be applied during modeling of attainment, control information must be
reported for the entire modeling domain unless measures are specifically limited to the
nonattainment area. Supplied control information for attainment year strategies will be used as
input to the upcoming regional oxidant modeling (ROM) exercises to improve consistency between
ROM and UAM resuits.

Alse included should be the rule penetration (percentage of rule coverage) associated with
new area-source control measures and any expected changes in RE for point or area sources. In addition
to the data on spreadsheet, paper documentation should be provided describing the control measures,
their implementation dates, assumptions made, and any further explanation needed for the information
listed on the spreadsheet.

Milestone Year Projected lnventories
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The milestone year projected inventories should reflect the adopted control strategy. All
of the assumptions used to calculate these inventories {(e.g., growth factors, control efficiencies)
must be documented.

6.2 Mudti-State Submittal Information

The officials in each State that are formally delegated the authority to submit SIP
revisions to EPA should send, as part of their post-1996 rate-ol-progress plan, a letter to the
appropriate EPA Regional Admmasirat@r(@) stating that each State in the multi-State
nonattainment area is submitting a multi-State post-1996 rate-of-progress plan. The letter
should include the calculation of the original target for each State, percent reduction required for
each State, and the new target level to achieve the total 3 percent per year VOC/NO, emission
reductions required for the nonattainment area. The original targets are calculated assuming
that each State will meet the 3 percent per year requirement on its own. The sum of the new
targets must equal the sum of the original targets.

Each State will be responsible for adopting and implementing control measures to meet ils
new target. No State will be responsible for the failure of another State meeting their target.

6.3 Mid-Course Corrections

The EPA recognizes that there are some uncertainties associated with the tools used to
generate base year and projected emission inventories and to model the relationship between future
VOC and NO_emissions and ozone air quality. H is expected that, over the next few years,
additional experience in running the current version of UAM and improved air guality monitoring
systems will be available. In addition, anticipated improvements in emission inventory preparation
methodologies will result in improved input to UAM,

For these reasons, States are encouraged to consider making mid-course corrections to their
attainment demonstrations and rate- o'fmpmgress plans around 1997. This will allow States to take
advantage of improved modeling techniques, air quality monitoring systems and emission inventories
to refine their attainment strategies.

6.4  Suggested Submittal Tables

The following tables are the suggested submittal forms Tor a summary of the post-1996
rate-oi-progress plan and the attainment demonstration. Table 5 is the recommended format for control
strategy submittal. Table 6 contains information for all of the controls needed for the attainment
demonstration. Table 7 suggests a format for the contingency measure submittal. Table 8
provides a format for explaining RE improvement measures. Tables 9 and 10 recommend a
format Tor giving Turther details on all of the stationary source control measures.,
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TABLE 5. SUGGESTED FORMAT FOR POST-1996 RATE-OF-PROGRESS CONTROL
STRATEGY SUMMARY S5UBMITTAL

Expected VOU

Expected NO,

Creditable/ Implementation Hiddone Rodiors Frobdms Redhtions
Controt Measure MNoncreditable Bate (b/day) (b/day)
STATIONARY SOURCE CONTROLS:
TOTAL STATIONARY
MOBILE SOURCE CONTROLS:
Noncreditable®
Creditable’

TOTAL MOBILE:

Creditable?

TOTAL

15

in a single MOBILESa run.
16
17

should be calculated and listed individually.

60

All noncreditable mobile source measures should be listed individually but may be calculated

All creditable mobile source measures that are calculated through MOBILESa should be
listed individually but may be calculated in a single run.

Emission reductions from mobile source measures that are not calculated in MOBILEBa
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TABLE 6. SUGGESTED FORMAT FOR ATTAINMENT CONTROL STRATEGY SUMMARY SUBMITTAL

Expected VOO

Expected NO,

Implementation FasdornBeducons Eivdsiors Redescios
Control Measare Date (b/day) (b/day)
STATIONARY SOURCE CONTROLS:
TOTAL STATIONARY
MOBILE SOURCE CONTROLS:
TOTAL MOBILE:
TOTAL
61
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TABLE 8. SUGGESTED FORMAT FOR SUBMITTAL OF RULE EFFECTIVENESS (RE)
IMPROVEMENT MEASURES

RE 1990 NEW EXPECTED
IMPROVEMENT RE RE EMISSIONS
MEASURE {percent) {percent) BERDUCTIONS G

TOTAL:

TABLE 9. SUGGESTED FORMAT FOR SUBMITTAL OF STATIONARY SOURCE CONTROL
MEASURES FOR THE POST-1996 RATE-OF-PROGRESS PLAN

NEW FXPECTED
199 CONTROL EMISSIONS

CONTROL ANIRLEAEBYLY | EFFICIENCY | REDUCTIONS

MEASURE FEMENTATIONDATE {percent) (percent) (Ib/day)

TOTAL:

TABLE 10. SUGGESTED FORMAT FOR SUBMITTAL OF STATIONARY SOURCE CONTROL
MEASURES FOR THE ATTAINMENT DEMONSTRATION

NFW FXPFCTED
199 CONTROL EMISSIONS
CONTROL MIRCLE Y | EFFICIENCY | REDUCTIONS
MEASURE LENMENTATIONDATE {percent) {percent) {Ib/day)
TOTAL:
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APPENDIX A: DEFINITIONS OF TERMS

This appendix provides the specific definitions of EPA terms that are used in this guidance
document. Dillerent EPA programs sometimes use different definitions of the same term (e.g., major
source). The following delinitions are presented for the purposes of this guidance document only;
the reader is advised to reler to specitic regulations, policies, and sections of the Act to obtain complete

definitions for the program or title of interest.

The following terms are defined in Appendix A of the EPA document entitled Guidance for
Growth Factors, Projections, and Control Strategies for the 15 Percent Rate-of-Progress Plans (see
reference 6):

Area Source.

Attainment Demonstration.
Attainment Determination.

Basic inspection and Maintenance.
Major Stationary Source.

Milestone Compliance Demonstration,
1990 Adjusted Base Year Inventory.
1990 Base Year Inventory.

1990 Rate-of-Progress Base Year Inventory.
1996 Target Level of Emissions.
Peak Ozone Season.

Point Source,

Post-1996 Rate-ol-Progress Plan.
RACT "Catch-ups.”

RACT "Fix-ups.”

Rate-of-Progress Plan.

Rule Effectiveness.

Velatile Organic Compound.

LA B N N N N N N N N N N N N N NN

The following terms are defined in Appendix A of the EPA document entitied Guidance on
the Relationship Between the 15 Percent Rate-of-Progress Plans and Other Provisions of the Clean
Air Act (see reference 7):

Reclassification.

Reformulated Gasoline.

Reid Vapor Pressure.

Stage il.

Transportation Control Measures.

[ X N N W

Backstop Measure Fully adopted control measure that achieves an annual emission reduction
equivalent to those that would be achieved by the implementation of long-term control measures.

Economic Growth Analysis System (E-GAS) An EPA model for projecting emissions growth based
on value-added and physical output data.

Economic Incentive Program A program which may include State established emission fees or a
system of marketable permits, or a system of State Tees based on the sale or manufacture of products
the use of which contributes to ozone formation, or any combination of the foregoing or other similar
measures, as well as incentives and requirements to reduce vehicle emissions and VMT in an area.

Emissions Preprocessor System (EP5S) An EPA model for developing hourly emission rates from
annual emissions, emissions by grid cell from county emissions, NO and NO, emissions from NO,
inventories, and speciated hydrocarbon emissions from VOC inventories.

A-1
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Fleet Turnover Correction An adjustment made to the adjusted base year inventory in calculating
the target level of emissions. This adjustment is computed for each milestone and attainment
year to reflect the emission reductions associated with the pre-1990 FMVCP and RVP program
as defined in 55 FR 236686, June 11, 1990.

Long-Term Control Measure A measure for controlling VOC and/or NO, emissions that requires
more time to develop and adopt than provided by the deadline for submittal of the post-1996 rate-
of-progress plans (i.e., November 15, 1994}, Each long-term measure requires a "backstep” control
measure that will achieve equivalent emission reductions unless the long-term control measure is
adopted and implemented on schedule.

New Technologies Control measures for extreme ozone nonattainment areas based on the
development of new control techniques or the improvement of existing technologies for controlling
VOC and/or NO, emissions that require more time to develop than provided by the deadline for
submittal of the post-1996 rate-ol-progress plans (i.e., by November 15, 1994).

Projected Milestone Inventory An inventory of projected emissions that includes the effect of Tuture
control measures. A nonattainment area computes this inventory in its post-1996 rate-of-
progress plan for each target year.

Target Year A year in which a nonattainment area must recalculate its adjusted base year inventory
for the post-1996 rate-ol-progress plan (e.g., target years for extreme areas are 1999, 2002, 2005,
2008, and 2010).

Target Level of Emissions The maximum amount of emissions that a nonattainment area can
emit for a given target year while complying with the post-1996 rate-of-progress plan reguirements.

Urban Airshed Model (UAM) An EPA-approved photochemical grid model for use in developing
attainment demonstrations for nonattainment areas.
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APPENDIX B: GENERAL IMPLICATIONS OF MILESTONE AND ATTAINMENT FAILURES

This appendix provides an overview of the implications of post-1996 milestone and attainment
failures for serious, severe, and extreme ozone nonattainment areas. The specific requirements for
milestone demonstrations and the consequences of failure to meet a milestone will be addressed in
future rulemaking. Marginal and moderate ozone nﬂnaﬁammem areas are not discussed since
they are required to attain by 1993 and 1996, respezhwiy However, in the event that a moderate
area does not attain by 1996, it may be reclassified to serious nonattainment status, and will be
subject to the requirements for this higher classification. These requirements include the
development of a plan to achieve the 1999 milestone emission reductions required for serious and
above ozone nonattainment areas.

Serious Areas

Milestone Failures

Serious areas are required to demonstrate one milestone, the 1990-1996 15 percent VOC
emission reduction requirement unless they apply Tor and receive at least one of the two available
i-year attainment date extensions under section 181(a)(5). Plans for this reduction must be
outlined in the rate-of-progress plan, due by November 15, 1993. Serious areas must submit a milestone
compliance demonstration within 90 days after the milestone date (i.e., by February 15, 1997). EPA
will determine within 90 days whether or not the demonstration was adequate. I not, section
182(c){9) requires that contingency measures go into eflect automatically. In addm@n, States are
required to elect one of three additional measures to implement if these contingency measures
are not adeqguate to correct the failure. The elective options are:

® Bumping up to the next higher classification.
] Implementing additional contingency measures.
@ Adepting an EIP that meets the requirements of section 182(g)(4).

This election must occur within 90 days of the milestone failure determination by EPA. I the
State fails to make the election within the 90 days or 6 months thereaiter, the area will be reclassitied
to the next higher classification by operation of law. Within 12 months aiter the date by which the
State is required to elect an option, the State must submit a SIP revision that corrects the failure.
The EPA has 9 months after the submittal date to review and approve or disapprove the revised
SIP. Because the timelrame involved in making a State election, revising the SIP to reflect the election,
and EPA approval of the SIP revision may take as long as 2.5 years, States with serious areas are
strongly encouraged to implement control measures as soon as a milestone failure is deemed
likely. States that wait until the milestone failure occurs will have extremely limited time
available to develop, implement, and evaluate additional control measures belore the next
milestone must be met.

Attainment Failures

Serious areas are required to attain the NAAQS for ozone by November 13, 1999, unless they
apply for and receive at least one of the two available 1-year attainment date extensions under section
181(a)(5). EPA shall determine, based on the area's design value (as of the attainment date) whether

i Appendix H of the document entitled Guidance for Growth Faclors, Projections, and Control

Strategies for the 15 Percent Rate-of-Progress Plan, EPA-452/R-83-002, March 1993, describes
the attainment failure implications for marginal and moderale areas.
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the area attained the standard by the attainment date. Serious areas that fail to attain by
November 15, 1999 (or, if applicable, extended attainment date} will be bumped-up to a higher
classification [section 181(b)(2)]. EPA will publish a FR notice, no later than 6 months lollowing
the attainment date, identilying each area's reclassilication, if any. At this point, serious areas must
implement the contingency measures contained in the SIP as required by section 172(c}{9). EPA
expects all actions to implement contingency measures to occur within 60 days of notification.

Severe Areas

Severe nonattainment areas with a 1986-1988 ozone design value of less than 0.190 ppm
must demonstrate post-1996 emission reduction milestones in 1999 and 2002, and attain the ozone
MNAAQS by 2005, unless they apply Tor and receive at least one of the two available 1-year attainment
date extensions under section 181{a)}(5}). Severe areas with a 1986-1988 ozone design value of 0.190
ppm up to, but not including, 0.280 ppm must demonstrate post-1996 emission reduction milestones
for 1999, 2002, and 20035, and are required to attain by November 15, 2007, unless they apply for
and receive at least one of the two available 1-year attainment date extensions under
section 181{(a)(5).

Milestone Failures

As with serious areas, severe areas that fail to meet a milestone must implement contingency
measures following the same requirements as for serious areas and choose from the three elective
options specified in section 182(g)(3).

Attainment Failures

Upon an attainment failure, severe areas must implement the contingency measures contfained
in the SIP [section 172(c}(9)] following the same requirements as for serious areas. In addition,
each major stationary source within the nonattaimment area must pay the fees mandated under
section 185 as a penalty for failure to atiain. These emission fees apply to sources of NO,
emissions as well if NO_ controls are used in the attainment demonstration. Section
181(b)(4)(B) of the Act also requires that if a severe area's design value is above 0.140 ppm for
the attainment year or if the area failed to meet its most recent milestone, NSR requirements
pertaining to extreme areas become applicable to the area, and the major stationary source
threshold for extreme areas (10 {py or more) also goes into effect. A severe nonattainment area
cannot be reclassilied as an extreme area upon attainment failure.

Extreme Areas

Milestone Failures

Extreme areas are reguired to demonstrate post-1996 milestones in 1999, 2002, 2005,
and 2008 [section 182(g}(2)]. In the event of a milestone failure, section 182(g)(5) requires
that extreme areas adopt an EIP, as described in section 182(g)(1), and implement the
contingency measures described in the SIP [section 172(c}(9) and 182(c)(9)] following the same
requirements as for serious areas.

Attainment Failures

Extreme areas are reguired to attain the NAAQS Yor ozone by November 15, 2010, unless
they apply for and receive at least one of the two available 1-year attainment date extensions under
section 181(a)(5). Extreme areas that fail to attain by their applicable attainment date, must
implement the contingency measures contained in the SIP [section 172(c)(9)}] Tollowing the same
requirements as for serious areas, and each major stationary source within the nonattainment area
must pay the fees as mandated by section 185. These emission fees apply to sources of NO,
emissions as well if NO, controls are used in the attainment demonstration.

B-2
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Bump-up Requirements

The EPA classifies nonattainment areas for ozone based on the area's ozone design value.
These classifications range from marginal to extreme, depending on the severity of
nonattainment. Section 181(a) of the Act specifies the dates by which each area with a particular
nonattainment classification must attain the ozone NAAQS. Within 6 months after the applicable
attainment date, the EPA must make an "attainment determination” as to whether an area has
achieved the NAAQS [section 181(b)(2) of the Act]. The EPA will use the most recent air quality
data that has been subject to quality assurance review, covering the preceding 3 vears including
the attainment year. In the case of ozone, the average number of ozone exceedances per year,
after adjustiment for missing data, will be used to determine whether an area has attained the
szone NAAQS.

Under section 181(a}(5) of the Act, a State may apply for a 1-year extension of a
nonattainment area's attainment date; up o two 1-year extensions may be awarded. This request
can be granted if the State is in complete compliance with the requirements of their SIP, and neo
more than one exceedance of the ozone NAAQS has occurred during the attainment year.

According to section 181(b)(2) of the Act, failure of a marginal, moderate, or serious
nonattainment area to attain the ozone NAAQS by the date associated with their specilic classification
will result in their reclassilication to the higher of:

8 The next higher classilication for the area.

@ The classification associated with the area's design value when EPA makes the
determination that attainment was not achieved.

This reclassification procedure does not apply to severe and exireme areas that fail to attain the
NAAQS by their applicable date. If a severe or extreme area fails to attain the ozone NAAGS, the
area must implement contingency measures required under section 172(¢)(9) and individual sources
must pay the fees authorized by section 185,

"Bump-up” refers to the reclassification process that a marginal, moderate, or serious area
automatically undergoes if it fails to attain the NAAQS. The term bump-up also applies to optional
reclassilication of a serious or severe nonattainment area as a result of milestone failure.

Serious and severe nonattainment areas that fail to meet a milestone are required to make an
election, under section 182(g)(3) of the Act, from three given measures identified on page B-1.
One explicit option is reclassification of the area to the next higher classification.

Upon bump-up, the attainment date specified for the higher classification applies to the area
that has been bumped-up. Section 182(i) of the Act allows EPA to establish due dates for the
required submittals associated with the new classification, but does not allow EPA to adjust the
attainment date. An early voluntary bump-up will allow the State more Hexibility and time in
planning for and achieving the new requirements of the higher classification. Since failure to submit
approvable SIP revisions can result in sanctions or Federal implementation plan (FIP) measures, it
will be in the best interests of areas to attempt to assess whether attainment is improbable as
soon as possible.,

Attainment Date Extensions

If a moderate or above nonattainment area receives a I-year extension or two {-year
extensions of their attainment date, no additional rate-oi-progress requirements are required
during the time of the extension(s). Contingency measures are not required to be implemented
dm“mg this time unless the nonattainment area failed to meet a required milestone. For purposes
of section 172(c)(9), contingency measures would be required to be implemented when the area
failed to attain the new attainment date. However, if a nonattainment area receives an extension,
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the area is required to perform a milestone compliance demonstration for the original attainment
date year. Since the area is asking for an extension, the nonattainment area has not attained and
therelore is required to do the milestone compliance demonstration.

Fee Provisions

Section 185 of the Act mandates that States with severe or extreme areas include provisions
in their SIP's for the imposition of fees upon attainment failure. These provisions must require
that each major stationary source of VOCU emissions within the area pay a fee to the State as a
penalty for failure to attain during the applicable attainment year, and must continue to pay a fee
each calendar year until the area attains. These fees apply to sources of NO, emissions as well if
NO, controls are used in the attainment demonstration.

The Act requires that these fees equal $5,000 per ton of VOC or NO, emitted by a major
stationary source during the calendar year in excess of 80 percent of the baseline amount. The fee
will also be adjusted Jor inflation over time as specified in section 302(b}(3){(B){v) of the Act. The
baseline level of emissions for a source is determined as the lower of:

@ The actual VOC or NO, emissions.

] The emissions allowed according to the applicable permit or SIP.

1f EPA determines that the fee provisions of a SIP do not meet the requirements in section
185, or the State is not administering the fee program as required in that section, EPA will
collect the unpaid fees, including any interest computed in accordance with section 6621(a)(2) of
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986.

Additionally, section 185 provides a Tee exemption for areas with a population below 200,000

that can demonstrate that their failure to attain is due to ozone or precursors of ozone transported
from other areas.
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APPENDIX C: CHECKLISTS

The following checklists address required components of a State's post-1996 rate-of-progress
plan. Questions in the checklist are stated in a way such that an affirmative answer {0 a yes-or-no
question requires no {urther action or comment on behall of the reviewer. A negative response does
not necessarily invalidate the plan but usually will require an explanation by the State or,
occasionally, will require a SIP revision.

These checklists are designed {o assist States in preparing complete post-1996 rate-of-progress
plans, and also to assist EPA in reviewing SIP's. States should not assume that these checklists are
all-inclusive, however.

REVIEWING PROCEDURES

This section outlines the required steps to be taken by State agencies and Regional
Oftlices in reviewing post-1996 rate-of-progress plans. The completeness criteria established for
SIP's' and the timelframes allotted for revisions to the plans are discussed. The basic
requirements for SIP’s can be found in 40 CFR 51 Requirements for Preparation, Adoption, and
Submittal of Implementation Plans. The specific requirements for post-1996 rate-of-progress
plans are contained within this document.

State Agencies

State agencies have the responsibility of compiling the post-1996 rate-oi-progress plan
and to ensure that the plan meets the minimum completeness criteria (40 CFR Part 51, Appendix
V). Once a plan has been adopted by a State, five copies of the plan are to be submitted by the
Governor (or his/her designee) to the Regional Office of the EPA for review,

A State may want to submit a draft copy of the post-1996 rate-of-progress plan to EPA for
comments prior to the November 15, 1994 deadline. This will provide an early opportunity for
jeedback on the plan. The EPA will not consider submission of requests for parallel processing of
drait plans as official plans in order to meet statutory deadlines. The EPA interprets the Act as
requiring rules that are acceptable under the approval options of section 110(k).

The EPA is presently amending the completeness criteria to remove the exception for parallel
processing and to add an exception for the submission of commitments as allowed under section
1100 (4).

Regional Oflices

The first step in the review process for Regional Offices will be to determine if the post-1996
rate-of-progress plan meets the completeness criteria outlined in 40 CFR Part 51, Appendix V. The
completeness criteria require that within 60 days of EPA's receipt of a plan or plan revision, but not
later than 6 months after the date by which a State was required to submit the plan or plan revision,
the EPA shall determine whether the completeness criteria have been met. 1f EPA has not made a
completeness determination by 6 months after receipt of the submission, that submission shall on
that date be considered to meet the completeness criteria. The completeness criteria require
that EPA inform the submitling official by letter i the plan meets the requirements of Appendix V.

I a submittal is deemed incomplete, EPA shall notily the State by letter that the submittal is
incomplete. In the letter EPA will request corrective action and identily the components absent or
insullicient to perform a review.

1o

56 FR 42216, "State hmplementation Plan Completeness Crileria; Final Rule.”
August 26, 1991,
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When it has been determined that the State's plan meeis the minimum completeness
criteria, EPA is required to approve, partially approve, or disapprove the submission within 12
months of the completeness determination.

C-2
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ADJUSTED BASE YEAR INVENTORY(IES) AND TARGET LEVEL(S)

Was the MOBILESa model used to estimate the noncreditable emission reductions from
FMVYCP and RVP?

_Yes Neo
Comments:

Does the plan include information on how the MOBILESa model was run for calculating the
noncreditable emission reductions from FMVCP and RVP?

_Yes _No
Comments:

Was the 1990 adjusted base year inventory calculated for each applicable milestone and
attainment year to reflect the effects of FMVCP and RVP due to fleet turnover (i.e., were
noncreditable emission reductions from FMVCP and RVP excluded from each of the
applicable adjusted base year inventories)?

_Yes _No
Comments:

Does the adjusted base vear emission inventory include only anthropogenic emissions
emanating from within the designated nonattainment area boundaries?
Yes No

Comments:

Does the plan document the target level(s) as well as the calculations made in
determining the target level(s)?

_Yes _No
Lomments:
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REQUIRED TOTAL EMISSION REDUCTIONS

i. Does the plan demonstrate that it will achieve a 3 peﬂ,ent per year VOO emission reduction
for each applicable milestone and attainment date??’
_Yes Neo
Comments:

2. Is the required 3 percent per year YOC emission reduction calculated from the appropriate
adjusted base year emission inventory?
Yes No
Comments:

3. If NO, emission reductions are used in place of VOC emission reductions for the 3 percent
per year requirement, is the substitution consistent with EPA's NO, substitution guidance?
_Yes No
omments:

4. If the plan outlined a less than 3 percent per year VOC emission reduction, does the plan
inciude all measures that can feasibly be implemented in the area in light of technological
achievability (including measures that are achieved in practice by sources in the same source
category in nonattainment areas of the next higher classilication)? _Yes _ Neo
Comments:

5. Does the plan include a summary of projected VOC (and NO, where appropriate) emission
tevels for each applicable milestone and attainment date?
Yes _No
Comments:

=z

Is the EPA guidance document entitled Procedures for Preparing Emissions Projections
followed in @ﬁimﬁa’szmg projected emissions?”’

_Yes _No
Comments:

20 The 3 percent per year emissions reduction is averaged over each 3 vear period between

consecutive milestone dates or the last milestone date and Ehe attaimment date.

= Procedures for Preparing Emissions Profections, FPA-450/4-019, U.5. Environmental
Protection Agency, Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards, Research Triangle Park, NC. July
1991,
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7. Does the control strategy contain the necessary control measures to achieve the target
level of emissions for each applicable milestone and attainment year (i.e., does the overall
control strategy provide for a 3 percent per year VOC emission reduction, account for noncreditable
emission reductions, and fully ofiset any anticipated growth)?

_Yes Neo
Comments:

8. Were emission reductions from RACT and I/M corrections accounted for in the calculation
of the target levels (this is not necessary for VOU if the reductions were accounted for in
the 15 percent rate-of-progress plan)?

_Yes No
Comments:
9, If a State plans fo use preenactment banked emission reduction credits in the post-1996
period, are the use of such banked credits considered as growth in the post-1996 plan?
Yes _Neo
Comments:
10. If emission reductions achieved in the 1990-1996 period are credited to the post-1996 plan,

are they documented to be in excess of the emission reductions (net of growth) required for
the 15 percent rate-of-progress plan?
Yes No

Comments:
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STATE IMPLEMENTATION PLAN ATTAINMENT DEMONSTRATION CHECKLIST FOR
AREAS USING UAM

Was an approved modeling protocol completed and delivered to EPA prior {o use of the
model?
_Yes _No
Comments:

Are attainment year emission estimates projected from an EPA appreved 1990 base year
inventory?
_Yes No
Comments:

Were allowable emissions used as the basis for future year projections?
Yes _No
Comments:

Was the MOBILESa model used for projecting mobile source emissions?
_Yes Neo
Comments:

Have all MOBILESa model inputs for the projection emission inventory been incorporated?
Yes _MNo
Comments:

Were the assumptions used to simulate the effects of control measures (e.g., emission
reductions and implementation dates) in the meodeling analysis consistent with the assumptions
used for the control measures specified in the 15 percent and post-1996 rate-of-progress plans
to meet the target level of emissions for each applicable milestone date?

Yes _ No
Comments:

Was EPS2.0 used to process (including projection and control) the emission estimates for
the attainment year?

_Yes No
Comments:
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8. Were the meteorology and air quality data preprocessed in accordance with EPA guidelines?
Yes _No
Comments:

9, Are emissions for the entire UAM modeling domain included (including biogenic emissions)?
_Yes _No
Comments:

10.  Are EPA-supplied numbers for background VOC and NO, levels included in UAM to account
for emissions from the surrounding area?
Yes _Neo
Comments:

11.  Was the most recent regulatory version of the UAM used in the attainment demonstration
and was it applied in accordance with EPA guideline procedures including the model evaluation
specs?;ed in the document entitled Guideline for Regulatory Application of the Urban Airshed

Model?*
“Yes Neo
Comments:

12.  Was a modeling demonstration package prepared containing the required information as
documented in EPA guidance?
_Yes _No
Comments:

= Guideline for Regulatory Application of the Urban Airshed Model, EPA-450/4-91-01, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards, Research Triangle
Park, NC. 1991,
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CONTROL MEASURES AND CONTROL STRATEGIES

1. Does the plan describe the control measures to be implemented?
Yes _No
Comments:
2. Are all control measures required by the Act included in the plan?

Stationary Source Conirols:

Serious and above ozone nonattainment areas:
aj RACT rule Tix-ups (for those areas with RACT rule deficiencies): _ Yes _ No
b} RACT rule catch-ups: __Yes No

Serious ozone nonatiainment areas:

a) Major stationary source threshold of 50 tpy:

VOO _Yes _No

NO, _Yes No
b} New source review (NSR) offset ratio of 1.2 to 1:

YOC _Yes Neo

NGO Yes  No

>3 [o— [ro—

Severe ozone nonattainment areas:

a) Major stationary source threshold of 25 tpy:
Yoo _Yes Neo
NO, _Yes No
b) NSR offset ratio of 1.3 t0 1
Voo _Yes No
NO, _Yes Neo
C-8
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Extreme ozone nonattainment areas:

a) Major stationary source threshold of 10 tpy:
ALY _Yes _No
NO Yes No

X f— f—

b} NSR offset raticof 1.5 10 1:

Vo _Yes No
NG, _Yes _No
¢) Clean fuels or advanced control technology for specified boilers: _ Yes _ No
Ozone transport region:
a) Additional requirements deemed by the transport commission as appr?rﬁate:N
es o

Comments:

Mobile Source Controls

Serious and above ozone nonattainment areas:

a} FMVCP and RVP program: __Yes No
b) Stage Il vapor recovery program: _Yes No
¢} Enhanced I/M program: _Yes _No
d) Clean fuel fleet vehicle program (in areas
with a population of 250,000 or greater) or: _Yes No
Optional clean fuel fleet vehicle program substitute: _Yes No
C-9
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Severe and above ozone nonatiainment areas:
a) TCM's to ofiset VMT growth: _Yes No

b} Employer trip reduction program: __Yes No
Ozone transport region:

a) Enhanced I/M program for any metropolitan statistical area with a population of
100,000 or more:
_Yes _No

Comments:

Did the State identily the appropriate MOBILESa meodel inputs?
_Yes No
Comments:

Does the plan present a control strategy implementation schedule?
Yes _Neo
Comments:

Will all control measures that are specified in the post-1996 rate-ol-progress plan be
implemented by the appropriate target year?

_Yes _No
Comments:

Is the implementation schedule consistent with the requirements of the Act?
_Yes _No
Comments:

Is the agency that will have enforcement authority specified for each control measure?
_Yes No
Comments:

Are the measures adopted and copies of the rules submitted?
Yes No

Comments:
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9, Does the plan describe the methods used to calculate the emission reductions attributed to
each control measure? At a minimum, the methods should adhere to the four principles
described in the General Preamble (57 FR 13567) for documenting emission reductions. The
four principles are as follows: (1) baseline emissions from the source and the control
measures must be quantifiable, (2) control measures must be enforceable, (3) interpretation
of the control measures must be replicable, and (4) control measures must be
accountable. See the General Preamble for further discussion of these principles

Yes _Neo
Comments:
10.  Are all major non-CTG stationary sources identified?
Yes _No
Comments:

i1. Does the plan include RACT rules for major non-CTG stationary VOC sources for which

CTG documents are not available?
_Yes _No
Comments:

12. Is RE (and for area sources, rule penetration) factored into the calculation of expected
emission reductions associated with new control measures?
_Yes No
Comments:

13, Is the 80 percent default RE used?

Yes _No
Comments:
i4. Is the EPA guidance Tollowed in calculating the expected emission reductions from any RE
ampr@vemenmv‘
_Yes No
Comments:
15, In estimating expected emission reductions associated with new control measures, is the

compliance period (e.g., daily compliance) factored into the calculation consistent with EPA

guidance?
Yes _No

Comments:
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MILESTONE AND ATTAINMENT FAILURE CONTINGENCY MEASURES

1. Does the post-1996 rate-of-progress plan include contingency measures that will be
automatically implemented in the event of a post- 1996 milestone or atfainment Tailure?
Yes _Neo
Comments:
2. Will the contingency measures achieve a 3 percent per year VOU/NO,_ emission
reductions in addition to the emission reductions in the control strategy?
Yes No
Comments:
3. Are the contingency measures consistent with the attainment demonstration?
_Yes No
Comments:
4. Do the contingency measures meet the minimum requirements for control measures set
forth in the General Preamble (56 FR 13498)?
_Yes Neo
Comments:
5. Does the post-1996 rate-oi-progress plan ensure that contingency measures will be

implemented with no additional rulemaking actions such as public hearings or legislative
review by the State?

_Yes No
Comments:
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APPENDIX D: COMPILATION OF GUIDANCE MEMORANDA ON THE 15 PERCENT RATE-OF-
PROGRESS REQUIREMENT

This appendix contains unsigned copies of the guidance memoranda that were issued
concerning the 15 percent rate-of-progress requirement. Many of these are also relevant to the
post-1996 requirements.
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3/2/%3

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Correction to "Guidance on the Adjusted Base Year
Emissions Inventory and the 1996 Target for the 15
Paercent Rate of Progress Plans®

FROM: G.T. Helms, Chief
Czone and Carbon Monoxide Programs Branch {(MD-15)

TO: Ailr Branch Chief, Regions I-X

This memorandum corrects an error in the document entitled,
"Guidance on the Adjusted Base Year Emissions Inventory and the
1896 Target for the 15 Percent Rate of Progress Plans”™ (EPA
452/R~-92-005) , which was released in October 19%92. Section 2.3
of this document, Reguirements of Section 182(b) (1} {A) (i1},
states the following on page 17:

Nonattainment areas can achieve less than the 15
percent required reductions under the following
restrictive circumstances. The State must demonstrate
that the area has a new source review program
equivalent to the reguirements in extreme areas
isection 182{e}], except that "major source" must
include any source that emits, or has the potential to
emit, 5 tons per vear (tpy) of VOC or HNOx.
Additionally, all major sources of VOC and NOx {down to
5 tpy) in the area must be required to have RACT-level
controls.

The correction removes the references to NOx from this
discussion for consistency with the Clean Air Act. Therefore,
the corrected portion of the paragraph now reads %. . . potential
to emit, 5 tons per year {(tpy)} of VOC. Additionally, all major
sources of VOC {(down to 5 tpy) . . . .¥

Please share this information with vyour State and
appropriate local air pollution control agencies. Any questions

about this correction may be addressed to Kimber Scaveo at {(919)
541-3354.
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3/11/83

MEMORANDUM
SBUBJECT: 15 Percent Rate-of-Progress Plans

FROM: G.T. Helms, Chief
Ozone/Carbon Monoxide Programs Branch {(MD-15)

TO: Air Branch Chief, Regions I-X

The purpose of this memorandum is to clarify an issue
related to the 15 percent rate-of-progress plans. At least one
Region has interpreted the statement that moderate areas are not
required to demonstrate in 1997 that the 15 percent reduction in
volatile organic compounds (VOC) has been achieved to mean that
these areas do not have to submit a rate-of-progress plan by
November 15, 1993, This interpretation is erroneocus.

All areas classified as at least moderate must submit a plan
demonstrating how a 15 percent reduction in VOC emissions {(net of
growth}) will be achieved by 1996 unless the waiver provisions of
section 182({b} {1} {A}{ii} are met. Section 182{g) {(l}, however,
reguires that "the State shall determine whether each
nonattainment area {other than an area classified as marginal or
moderate) has achieved a reduction in emissions during the
preceding intervals eqguivalent to the total emission reductions
required to be achieved by the end of such interval . . . ." In
other words, moderate areas must submit a plan by November 15,
1293 showing how the 15 percent will be achieved, but will not be
required to demonstrate in 1997 that the 15 percent was actually
achieved.

The test for moderate areas will be whether they attained
the standard because the attainment date for moderate areas
coincides with the milestone demonstration date. Failure to
attain will cause an area to be reguired to implement its
contingency measures, and may cause the area to be bumped up to a
higher classification. Also, failure of a moderate area to
implement its 15 percent plan may result in a finding that the
State failed to implement its State implementation plan, which
would result in the imposition of sanctions.

Please make this information available to the appropriate
State and local agencies in your Region. If you have any
questions concerning this issue, please contact Laurel Schultz at
{818) b41-5511.
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5/6/%93

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Credit Toward the 15 Percent Rate-of-Progress
Reductions from Federal Measures

FROM: G.T. Helms, Chief
Ozone/Carbon Monoxide Programs Branch {(MD-15)

Susan Wyatt, Chief
Chemicals and Petroleum Branch (MD-13}

TO: Air Branch Chief, Regions I-X

As vyou know, many States have been asking whether they will
be able to take credit in their 15 percent rate-of-progress plans
for reductions of wvolatile organic compounds {(VOC)} from federal
measures and imminent control techniques guidelines. We have
identified several categories for which we believe reductions
will be achisved by 188%6. The attached table lists these
categories along with the amount of reductions for which States
can take credit in the plans. Please share this information with
the appropriate State and local agencies in your Region. If vou
have any guestions, please contact Laurel Schulitz at (2919) 541-5511.

Attachment
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New VOC Related Requirements

Category E Percent Reduction®

CTG's
SOCMI Distillation 88% from each controlled vent

S0OCMI Reactor Vents 98% from each controlled vent

MNational Rules

TSDF Phase Il 83% from 1930 baseline
NESHAP's
Hazardous Organic NESHAP for SOCMI 5% from 1990 baseline
Ethylene Oxide Commercial Sterilizers 97% from each major source®
= The number in this column represents the percent reduction that EPA will allow Siates o
assume for the purposes of the 15% plans only.
i The term "major source” is defined for hazardous air pollutants in section 112{a)(1) of the

Clean Air Act.
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6/14/93

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Correction to "Guidance on the Adjusted Base Year
Emissions Inventory and the 1996 Target for the 15
Percent Rate of Progress Plans”

FROM: G.T. Helms, Chief
Czone and Carbon Monoxide Programs Branch (MD-15)

TO: Air Branch Chief, Regions I-X

This memorandum corrects an error in the document entitled
"Guidance on the Adjusted Base Year Emissions Inventory and the
1886 Target for the 15 Percent Rate of Progress Plans™ (EPA
452/R-92-005) , which was released in October 1992. Appendix B of
this document explains how to calculate the emissions reductions
achieved through the correction of existing reasonably available
control technology {(RACT) rules. Two of the examples in this
appendix incorrectly use growth factors in determining the
reductions from rule corrections. As with the inspection and
maintenance corrections and reductions from the Federal motor
vehicle control plan and Reid wvapor pressure, the RACT
corrections should not include growth. A corrected version of
Appendix B is attached. Because the adijustment for RACT
corrections is relatively small, this correction should not have
a significant impact on States' calculations.

Please share this information with vour State and
appropriate local air pollution control agencies. Any gquestions
about this correction may be addressed to Laurel Schultz of my
staff at {(919) 541-5511.

Attachment
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APPENDIX B:
CALCULATION OF EMISSIONS REDUCTIONS FROM RACT RULE CORRECTIONS

Section 4.1 of this document discusses cases where RACT rule
corrections do not directly result in guantifiable emissions
reductions. Any incidental reductions that occur in these cases
may be handled as part of a rule effectiveness improvement.
Corrections to RACT rules that may result in additional,
enforceable, and quantifiable emissions reductions include
situations where:

& A rule was missing [1.e., a State committed to
develop a rule as part of its 1877 State
implementation plan (8IP}), or post-1882 S8IP, but
never carried through on the commitment prior to
the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1880,

@ The limit was wrong.

@ A capture system is now reguired to ensure meeting
a RACT limit.

For the case where a rule was missing, the State should first
calculate the uncontrolled emissions in 1890, HNext, the State
must evaluate the expected emissions reduction in 18%6 by
calculating 1996 emissions {(including controls) and subtracting
thizs number from 1990 emissions. This total expected emissions
reduction should be added to the total reductions in step 5 in
the example in section 2.1 of this document. These reductions
are not creditable toward the 15 percent volatile organic
compounds {VOC) emissions reduction regquirement.

For the second case, the State should first evaluate the
pound {(lb) VOC/gallon {(gal) solids for each limit.

1990 limit = 3.5 1lb VOC/gal coating
1) 1990 1b VOC/gal solids =

3.5 1b VOC X 1 gal coating = 0.476 gal VOC
gal coating 7.36 lb VOC gal coating

2} Calculate solids in 1 gal coating:
1 - 0.476 = 0.524 gal solids

3} Calculate gallons of coating needed to get gallon of solids:
1 gal coating = 1.908 gal coating
0.524 gal solids gal solids

D-7
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4y Convert 3.5 lb/gal coating to lb VOC/gal solids:
3.5 1b VOC x 1.908 gal coating = 6.678 1lb VOC
gal coating gal solids gal solids

The 1996 limit will be 2.9 1lb/gal.

Similarly, convert 2.8 lb VOC/gal coating to lb VOC/gal
solids.

5y 2.8 1b VOC x 1 gal VOC = 0.3%4 gal VOC
gal coating 7.36 lb VOC gal coating

8) Volume of solids in 1 gal coating:
1 - 0.3%94 = 0,606 gal solids

7} Calculate gallons of coating needed to get 1 gallon of solids:
1 gal coating = 1.8650 gal coating
0.606 gal solids gal solids

8) Convert 2.% 1lb VOC gal coating to 1lb VOC/gal solids:
2.9 1lb VOC = 1.650 gal coating = 4.785 1lb VOO
gal coating gal solids gal solids

The facility uses 100 gal solids in 1990
davy

8} Compare 1990 and 1996 Emissions:

1880 = 6.678 lbs VOC x 100 gal solids = 667.8 lbs VOC

gal solids day davy
1986 = 4.785 1b VOC x 100 gal solids = 478.5 lb VOC
gal solids day davy

1880 Emissions - 1996 Emissions = 667.8 478.5 = 18%.3 1b VOC

day
Therefore, 18%.3 1lb VOC/day are noncreditable.

For the third case where a capture system is regquired,
expected emissions reductions should be calculated in the
following way. First, uncontrolled emissions should be
determined.

1990 Paper Coaters:

@ Eighty percent of emissions coming out of the oven
and vented to an incinerator of 98 percent

demonstrated destruction efficiency.

@ Twenty percent of emissions are fugitive from
uncontrolled flash-off area.
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Total uncontrolled emissions in 1880 =

1,000 lb/day if total is uncontrolled,
however, when system is controlled, 8O
percent of this is captured, and 98 percent
of captured emissions are destroved.

Therefore, emissions from the incinerator after control
are 1,000 1lb/day x {(1-{(0.80})) x {(1-{0.88)) =

(1,000 1lb/day) x (0.20) % {(0.02) = 4 lb/day
controlled. Total Emissions from incinerator
+ fugitives = 4 lb/day + (1,000 lb/day x
(0.20)) = 204 1b/day

1996 Emissions:
New State rule now reguires permanent total enclosure,
so the controlled emissions are:

1,000 1b day (1.0} (0.02) = 20 lb/day

Noncreditable Emissions Reductions
19290 Emissions ~ 1996 Emissions

204 1b/day - 20 lb/day
184 1b/day

The preceding examples are not intended to be fully
inclusive. States should evaluate all RACT rule corrections to
determine if such measures result in real, enforceable, and
permanent emissions reductions. If so, such reductions must be
quantified and considered in the SIP development process when
preparing the 1986 target level of emissions. If a State is
unclear on how to calculate such reductions, then the State
should consult with the Regional Office and Headgquarters for
guidance.
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7/28/83

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Correction Errata to the 15 Percent Rate-of-Progress
Plan Guidance Series

FROM: G.T. Helms, Chief
Czone and Carbon Monoxide Programs Branch (MD-15)

TO: Air Branch Chief, Regions I-X

This memorandum corrects several errors in the 15 percent
rate-of~-progress plan guidance series.

1. There is an error in the Table entitled, "Major Source
Thresholds and Minimum Emissions Offset Ratio Requirements for
Ozone Nonattainment Area Classifications,”™ in the following 15
percent guidance documents:

2 "Guidance on the Adjusted Base Year Emissions Inventory
and the 1896 Target for the 15 Percent Rate of Progress
Plang" (EPA-452/R-92-005}, p. A-3.

@ "Guidance for Growth Factors, Projections, and Control
Strategies for the 15 Percent Rate-of-Progress Plans®
{(EPA-452/R-83-002), p. A-3.

@ "Guidance on the Relationship Between the 15 Percent
Rate-of-Progress Plans and Other Provisions of the
Clean Air Act®™ (EPA-452/R-93-007), p. 12.

® "Guidance on Preparing Enforceable Regulations and
Compliance Programs for the 15 Percent Rate-of-Progress
Plans” (EPA-452/R-893-005), p. A-4,.

The error is in the item, "All Other Nonattainment Areas, in an
Czone Transport Region.” The volatile organic compounds tons per
vear {tpy) should be 50 tpy rather than 100 tpy.

2. The document entitled "Guidance on the Relationship
Betwaen the 15 Percent Rate-of-Progress Plans and Other

Provisions of the Clean Air Act?®™ (EPA-452/R-%3-007), has an error
concerning the creditability of certain transportation control
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measures. Section 5.8 of this document states the following on
page 39:

Emissions reductions resulting from TCM's are
creditable if the TCHM is not already
federally mandated {e.g., the employee trip
reduction program required under section
182(d) {1} (B) for severe and extreme ozone
nonattainment areas), or is not part of an
already existing $IP. As with all other
emissions reductions, emissions reductions
associated with TCM's are only creditable to
the 15 percent rate-of-progress plan if they
are guantifiable, real, enforceable,
replicable, accountable, and occur by
November 15, 1886.

The correction revises the first sentence of the preceding
paragraph:

Emissions reductions resulting from TCM's are
craeditable if the TCM was not a pre—-1880
control measure in an already existing SIP.
Az with all other emissions reductions,
emissions reductions associated with TCM's
are only creditable to the 15 percent rate-
of -progress plan if they are guantifiable,
real, enforceable, replicable, accountable,
and occur by November 15, 19886,

3. In the document, "Guidance for Growth Factors,
Projections, and Control Strategies for the 15 Percent Rate-of-
Progress Plans"” (EPA-452/R-83-002, March 1883}, there are several
errors in Chapter 6.

a. On page 55, the text under the table, last sentence,
"The [{200-RE.}/100] factor is not valid for low RE values”
is incorrect and should be deleted.

b. On page 57, the sentence before the heading, "Eguation 5
- Projection calculated from permitted emissions rates,”
{("The [{200 - RE}/100] factor is not valid for low RE
values™} is incorrect and should be deleted.

c. On page 57, the second and third paragraphs under the

heading, "Eguation 5 - Projection calculated from permitted
emissions rates,” should read as follows:
D-11
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The equation for projecting emissions in this case is:

(200 - RE,)) W {
EMIS
MIS,, = ER,, * 100 U p—— L (5)
(200 - RE_) | EMIS,y ponus,
100 J
where: EMIS,, = Projection year emisSsions ozone
season typical weekday {mass of
pollutant/day)
ERpy = Projection year annual emissions
cap {mass of pollutant/year)
RE gy = Base year RE ({(percent)
RE 5 = Projection year RE {(percent)
EMISg, , = Base year ozone season typical
waeekday emissions {(mass of
pollutant/day)
EMISgy annuat = Base vyear annual emissions {(mass of
pollutant/vear)

The factor EMISg ,/EMISgy ppua converts the long-term annual
emissions cap to an ozone season typical weekday emissions cap
using the ratico of base year ozone season typical weekday to
annual emissions. Note that the mass units {i.e., tons, pounds)
must be equivalent in both terms. These projections must also
account for RE. The factor, "[{200 - RE}/100]," adjusts
emissions for RE. See the explanation under eguation (2} for
additional information about this factor.

d. On page 65 under: v6. Mass Emissions Limit-Based
Permits,” the second and third paragraphs should be replaced
with the following:

The long-term annual limits will be used for emissions
projections since these are more representative of expected
rather than maximum activity. These limits must be
converted to reflect ozone season typical weekday
conditions. Annual limits are converted using the ratio of
base vear ozone season aemissions to base year annual
aemissions.

Base Year Operating Conditions

Ozone season emissions 150 1b/day = 0.075 tons/day

Annual emissions = 23 tpy

RE = B0%
Projection Year Conditions

Current permit = 30 tpy

RE = B0%
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Equation (b} is used to calculate projection vear emissions
as follows:

(200 - RE,) [
EMIS
MIS,, = ER,, * 100 S L O (5)
(200 - RE_) | EMISyy annua
100 J
(200 - 80)]
MIS, =30 * 100 x| 9070 = 0.098 tons/day = 196 1lb/day
(200 - 80) 23
100

Please share this information with vyour State and local air
pollution control agencies. Any questions about these
corrections may be addressed to Kimber Scaveo at (8198) 541-3354 or
Laurel Schultz at (918} 541-5511.
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8/23/983

MEMORANDUM

SURJECT: Guidance on Issues Related to 15 Percent Rate-of-
Progress Plans

FROM: Michael H. Shapiro
Acting Assistant Administrator
for Air and Radiation {(ANR-443)

TO: Director, Air Pesticides and Toxics

Management Division, Regions I and IV

Director, Alir and Waste Management Division,
Region IX

Director, Air, Radiation and Toxics Division,
Region III

Director, Air and Radiation Division,
Region V

Director, Alir, Pesticides and Toxics Division,
Region VI

Director, Air and Toxics Division,
Regions VII, VIII, I¥, and X

As vyou know, section 182(b) {1} of the Clean Air Act (Act)
requires States to submit, by November 15, 19832 for all ozone
nonattainment areas classified as moderate and above, a State
implementation plan (8IP} that provides for a 15 percent
reduction in emissions of veolatile organic compounds (VOC) by
November 15, 188%6. The purpose of this memorandum is to provide
guidance related to these SIP submissions.

Committal S8IP's for 15 Percent Plan Control Measures

Several States asked to what extent will the Environmental
Protection Agency {EPA)} accept committal SIP's for the measures
necessary to achieve the 15 percent reduction. Under section
110¢k} {4} of the Act, EPA has the authority to conditionally
approve a SIP submittal based on a commitment by the State to
adopt specific enforceable measures by a date certain. A
previous memorandum identified specific cases in which EPA would
accept commitments for submittals which were due by November 15,
1882, For the 15 percent rate-of-progress plans, EPA will not
accept commitments to adopt the measures needed to meet the 15
percent reduction regquirement and any such plans would not be
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considered approvable. In fact, EPA may determine such
submittals to be incomplete, which would trigger a findings
letter starting the clock for mandatory sanctions. The only
exception would be for the State of Texas where EPA Headguarters,
based on initial views at the time, indicated a commitment would
be acceptable.

NOx Substitution for Contingency Measures

Section 172{c} (8} of the Act requires moderate and above
czone nonattainment areas to adopt contingency measures by
November 15, 1993. These measures would have to be implemented
if the area fails to make reasonable further progress (RFP) or to
attain the national ambient air guality standards (NAAQS}) by the
applicable attainment date. In addition, section 182{c}) {9} of
the Act requires serious and above areas to adopt contingency
measures which would be implemented if the area fails to meet any
applicable milestone. When triggered, the contingency measures
must be implemented without further action by the State or the
EPA.

The "General Preamble for the Implementation of Title I of
the Clean Air Act Amendments of 189807 (57 FR 13488, April 16,
1982) requires that the contingency measures generally must
provide reductions of 3 percent of the emissions from the
adijusted base vear inventory. The reductions must be achieved in
the vear following that in which the failure has been identified.
Three percent represents 1 year's worth of reductions under the
post~199886 rate-of-progress requirement.

The contingency measures that are required to be adopted by
November 15, 1993 are for both failure to achieve RFP and failure
to attain. While the contingency measures to address failure to
achieve RFP must be for VOC, the contingency measures for failure
to attain may be for VOC and/or NOx. Since these measures will
be implemented after 1996, and because these measures serve two
purposes {i.e., failure to achieve RFP and failure to attain},
the contingency measures could provide for less than 3 percent in
YOU reductions as long as some of the measures are for VOU and
the area would have the difference {up to 3 percent}) in NOx
reductions. Based on discussions with EPA's Office of General
Counsel, we have determined that States must adopt a minimum of
0.3 percent in VOU measures of the 3 percent contingency measure
requirement to be legally defensible. Therefore, in an area that
has demonstrated that NOx controls are needed for attainment, 2.7
percent of the reguired 3 percent could be NOx contingency
measures; at least 0.3 percent must still be VOC to cover the
contingency requirement for meeting RFP. HNote that this applies
to moderate areas as well; moderate areas must submit an
approvable plan that shows how they will achieve the 15 percent
requirement but are not reguired to submit a demonstration that
the milestone was achieved. Moderate areas, of course, must
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demonstrate that they have attained the NAAQS for ozone by
November 15, 1996,

In order for NOx contingency measures to be acceptable, the
State must adhere to EPA's forthcoming guidance on NOx
substitution. In addition, States must show with modeling
evidence that NOx reductions are needed in a particular
nonattainment area. Therefore, in order to give States enough
time to consult EPA's guidance on NOx substitution and to
determine if NOx reductions are needed, EPA will accept
committals for contingency measures that are due November 15,
1993, If the contingency measures themselves are not included
with the November 15, 1883 submittal, that submittal must include
a commitment, with schedule, for contingency measures to be
adopted by November 15, 1984.

We believe that this is acceptable due to the fact that the
earliest a contingency measure would be implemented would be in
1887. The first attainment date and milestone date for areas
that are reguired to adopt contingency measures is November 15,
1996, The EPA will expect all actions needed to make the
measures fully effective to occur within 60 days after EPA
notifies the State of its milestone failure or within 6 months of
its attainment failure. Therefore, the State would not need to
implement the contingency measures until 1887 and EPA could
accept measures that could not be implemented until 19887.

Upon activation of the contingency measures, reductions of
up to 3 percent {or such lesser percentage that will cure the
identified failure) must be achieved 1 year following the date on
which the failure had been identified. The State must achiesve
these reductions while conducting additional control measure
development and implementation as necessary to correct the
shortfall if it is beyond the 3 percent the State would have
already adopted. In determining what measures should be
implemented if less than 3 percent reduction is needed to cure
the failure, all VOU contingency measures should be regquired
first followed by the appropriate percentage of NOx measures that
will correct the shortfall.

15 Percent Waiver Provision

Under section 182({b} {1} {A}{ii}, areas can submit plans
demonstrating less than a 15 percent emission reduction if the
following conditions are met. First, the State must demonstrate
that the area has a new source review program eguivalent to the
requirement in extreme areas [section 18Z2{e}], except that a
"major source' must include any source that emits, or has the
potential to emit, 5 tons per vear {tpy} of VOC. Second, zall
major sources {(down to those with emissions of 5 tpy of VOC or
greater} in the area must be required to have RACT-level
controls. Third, the State must demonstrate that the SIP
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includes all measures (both stationary and mobile} that are
achieved in practice by sources in the same source category in
nonattainment areas of the next higher classification. Fourth,
the plan must include all measures that can be feasibly
implemented in the area, in light of technological achievability
and cost.

If an area chooses to meet the reguirements of section
182 (b} {1} (A) {11} to get a waiver of the 15 percent provision, EPA
interprets title V to regquire operating permits for all VOC
sources in that area that emit or have the potential to emit 5
tpy of VOC. This is because the definition of "major source" in
title V expressly refers to "major stationary source” as defined
in part D of title I. Since, under the waiver provision, "major
stationary source" would be defined as having the potential to
emit 5 tpy for the purposes of title I, this would become the
definition of major source for the purposes of title V.

I suggest that vou provide a copy of this memo to your

affected State and local agencies. Inguiries may be directed to
John 8Silvasi at {(918) 541-566¢6.

ED_002666_00001146-00108



8/20/93

MEMORANDUM

BUBJECT: Reclassification of Areas to NHonattainment and 15
Paercent Rate-of-Progress Plans

FROM: John 8. 8eitz, Director
Cffice of Air Quality Planning and Standards (MD-10}

TO: Winston A. Smith, Director
Air, Pesticides and Toxics Management Division,
Region IV

This is in response to your August 20, 1993 memorandum
requesting guidance on the reclassification of areas to
nonattainment and the 15 percent rate-of-progress plans. Your
specific questions are addressed as follows:

1. If an attainment area becomes a moderate nonattainment
area, what is the vear of the baseline inventory? Will it be
1990 or some other vyear? If it is a vear other than 1980, how
will it be determined?

Answer: Section 181{b} (1} of the Clean Air Act {Act} covers
areas that were attainment after enactment and that are
redesignated to nonattainment. These areas are subject to the
requirements under section 110 upon classification, except that
any absolute, fixed date applicable in connection with any such
reqgquirement is extended by operation of law by a period equal to
the length of time between the date of the enactment of the Act
and the date the area is classified. Therefore, the base-vear
inventory year would be the year in which the area was
redesignated to nonattainment.

2. Are there any regulatory programs that if adopted for
nonattainment areas would be creditable toward the 15 percent
regquirement but if adopted prior to the nonattainment designation
would not be creditable?

Answer: A regulatory program adopted for a nonattainment
area that would be creditable toward the 15 percent regquirement

could be considered noncreditable for an area that was
redesignated to nonattainment if the regulatory program was
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adopted and implemented prior to the base-vyear inventory year in
the redesignated area. Thus, the base-year inventory must
reflect actual emissions including the effect of reductions
occurring prior to that vear. Only reductions that occur after
the base year are creditable toward the 15 percent reqgquirement
[assuming that they meet the other creditability reguirements of
section 1B2{b} {1} {D}]. Also, if a regulatory program that met
the creditability provisions was adopted and implemented prior to
the base vear but continued to result in emissions reductions
after the base vear, then those emissions reductions occurring
after the base vyear would be creditable to the 15 percent
requirement.

3. If a State implements nonregulatory/voluntary programs
and is subsegquently designated nonattainment for ozone, can the
State use these programs to meet the 15 percent regquirement by
passing legislation and submitting a State implementation plan
{SIP} revision?

Answer: The program would be creditable only if the
reductions coccur after the base vyear.

4. Can a State pass legislation lowering the Reid vapor
pressure {(RVP} of gasoline below the 9.0 allowed in attainment
areas for purposes of maintaining the standard? If they can,
what are the procedures that must be followed?

Answer: States are generally preempted under section
211 {c) {4) (&) from establishing controls on the RVP of gasoline
for purposes of motor vehicle emissions control unless the State
RVP control is identical to the Federal requirement.! A State
may, however, adopt and enforce a nonidentical RVP control if an
applicable 8IP s0 provides. The EPA may approve such a SIP
provision only if the State RVP control is "necessary to achieve®™
the national ambient air guality standards {(NAAQS) that the SIP
implements.

The EPA has previously approved several State RVP controls
where the State was able to show that an RVP control more
stringent than the Federal reguirement was necessary to achieve
attainment for designated oczone nonattainment areas in that State
isee, e.g9., EPA's approval of a Marvland State RVP control
published at 56 FR 23804 {(May 24, 1881})]. That decision

'"The Federal RVP standards were promulgated under both section

211 (c) and 211 (h) of the Act. States are generally preempted
under section 211(c) (4) (A) from establishing State fuel standards
that are not identical to those established under section 211i{c).

California is not subject to this preemption pursuant fto section
211 (c) (4) (B).
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describes the criteria used by EPA in determining whether such a
SIP revision is necessary to achieve the NAAQS.

For an area that is currently designated attainment, a State
would generally have to demonstrate that the RVP measure is
needed in the attainment area in order to achieve the standard in
another area that is not in attainment. The EPA approved a SIP
revision for statewide RVP controls in the State of New York
based on such a showing. However, it is questionable whether EPA
would have authority to approve a State RVP control adopted
solely to maintain compliance with the NAAQS in attainment areas.
If a State would like to pursue this latter issue, then we would
work with the Office of General Counsel to determine under what
conditions EPA could approve such a SIP submittal.

The process for obtaining a waiver of Federal preemption for
State RVP controls involves submission by the State of a SIP
revision in section 110 of the Act. The Federal Register notice
raeferred to above provides detailed information on the criteria
used by EPA in acting on such a SIP revision.

If vou have any further questions or concerns, please give
me a call.
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10/6/%3

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Clarification of "Guidance for Growth Factors,
Projections and Control Strategies for the 15 Percent
Rate of Progress Plans"®

FROM: G. T. Helms, Chief
Ozone/Carbon Monoxide Programs Branch {(MD-15)

TO: Ailr Branch Chief, Regions I-X

This memorandum clarifies the document entitled, "Guidance
for Growth Factors, Projections and Control Strategies for the 15
Percent Rate of Progress Plans,” (EPA-452/R-%3-002} which was
released in March 1993. Section 6.5 of this document discusses
the effects of equipment replacement and new source regquirements
on the 15 percent plans. However, this discussion, as it relates
to new source review, 1is inconsistent with the document entitled,
"Guidance on the Relationship Between the 15 Percent Rate-of-
Progress Plans and Other Provisions of the Clean Air Act,? (EPA-
452/R~-93-007) which was released in May 1983. As discussed in
this document, emissions reductions projected to occur from the
part D new source review offset requirements are not creditable
toward the 15 percent rate-of-progress plan regquirements.
However, at the time of reconciliation, any additional, actual,
permanent, and enforceable emissions occurring after 1990
resulting from offsets that are not used to offset minor source
growth will be creditable in the milestone compliance
demonstration due in February 1987 for seriocus and above areas.
The EPA's Office of General Counsel concurs with this position.

A corrected version of section 6.5 of the growth factors
document, which is consistent with the relationship document, is
attached.

Please share this information with vour State and
appropriate local air pollution control agencies. Any gquestions
about this correction may be addressed to Laurel Schultz of my
staff at (919} 541-5511, or me at {(919) 541-5527.

Attachment
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6.5 Effects of Equipment Replacement

Failure to consider the effects of equipment replacement and
NEPE reguirements for an affected facility's existing capital
stock, may result in development of a SIP which requires more
emissions reductions than necessary to meet rate-of-progress
milestones or NAAQS attainment dates.

As an existing facility wears out and is replaced with newer
equipment, it may become subject to a NSPS. To the extent NSPS
regquirements are more restrictive than present reguirements on
the existing {(not modified or reconstructed) facility, future
emissions will be reduced. The implications of such emissions
reductions can be assessed using the following formula:

Ert = [(Eb - En) * (1 + r) exp t]
where: Ert = Emissions reductions in year t
Eb s Emissions in the base vear
En = NEPS emissions
r = Annual replacement rate for worn out capital
stock
t = Years from the base vyear

Consequently, zero net growth emissions need not be the same
as baseline; they might actually be less.
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10/28/83

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Rate-of-Progress Plan Guidance on the 15 Percent
Calculations

FROM: D. Kent Berry, Acting Director

Alr Quality Management Division {(MD-15)

TO: Director, Alr, Pesticides and Toxics

Management Division, Regions I and IV

Director, Air and Waste Management Division,
Region IX

Director, Alr, Radiation and Toxics Division,
Region III

Director, Air and Radiation Division,
Region V

Director, Air, Pesticides and Toxics Division,
Region VI

Director, Air and Toxics Division,
Regions VII, VIII, IX, and X

The Clean Air Act {Act) requires a specified rate of
emissions reductions for all ozone areas classified as moderate
and above. Moderate and above areas must submit a State
implementation plan {(8IP} revision detailing how the area will
achieve a reduction in volatile organic compounds emissions of at
least 15 percent between November 15, 1990 and November 15, 1996
{hereafter called the rate-of-progress plan}. The rate-of-
progress requirement is based on the 1980 base-year emissions
inventory. The rate-of-progress plan revision is part of the
£full 8IP {including an attainment demonstration based on
modeling) for most moderate areas, and a separate submittal for
serious and above areas {(due November 15, 1893} .

The Ozone/Carbon Monoxide Programs Branch coordinated the
development of a series of guidance documents to guide States as
they develop their S8IP's to meet the new rate-of-progress
requirements of section 182(b){(l). These documents were released
between October 1992 and June 18932, In addition, Office of Air
Quality Planning and Standards staff presented a satellite
training workshop on the 15 percent rate-of-progress plans and
the attainment demonstrations in the spring of 19%92. The
guidance documents and the workshop explained the procedures for
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calculating the 15 percent requirement that was first put forth
in the "General Preamble for the Implementation of Title I of the
Clean Ailr Act Amendments of 1980,%" (57 FR 13498, April 16, 1892).

Several variations have been suggested for the calculation
procedures of this regquirement. One suggestion would allow
States to offset only 15 percent of the growth rather than all of
the growth. Another suggestion would take credit for the Federal
motor wvehicle control program as a means to achieve the total
reductions necessary to meet the 15 percent reguirement and
offset growth.

Regarding the reguirement to account for growth, the
Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA's) interpretation of the
Act ensures that actual reductions will occur if an area is to
maeet the 15 percent reduction regquirement. Some of the
alternative interpretation suggested could lead to a situation
where, due to significant growth, an area's projected emissiongs-—-
even after applving a 15 percent reduction--could be higher in
19886 than in 18%0, but the area would still be considered as
meeting the progress requirement. We do not believe this
raflects the intent of the Act. States should, therefore, follow
the guidance documents issued by EPA when developing their 15
percent rate-of-progress plans that are due November 15, 1983,
Thus, we do not foresee allowing the variations such as those
discussed above.

A second issue arises as a result of some confusion

concerning the above-cited EPA guidance on 1% percent plans. The
EPA intends to determine the approvability of the 15 percent
rate-of-progress plans using four basic criteria: {1} the base-

vear inventory and associated projections must be appropriately
justified; (2} the target level of emissions is properly
calculated; (3} the target level of emissions will be achieved if
the strategies adopted and identified in the plan are shown to
successfully achieve the necessary level of reductions by the end
of 18%6; and {4} contingency measures of 3 percent {(or a
commitment to adopt such measures) are included. Some of the
confusion asscociated with the guidance may come from the
discussion of total required reductions. The best test of
whether a 15 percent rate-of-progress plan will be acceptable is
not whether a certain amount of reductions is achieved, but
whether the projected emissions in 18%6 will be at or below the
target. The attachment to this memorandum explains specifically
how these calculations are to be done.

Finally, there is apparently some confusion concerning the
creditability of reductions due to the Federal motor vehicle
control program {FMVCP}. The Act states that emission reductions
from "[alny measures relating to motor vehicle exhaust or
evaporative emissions promulgated by the Administrator by
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January 1, 1880" are not creditable toward the 15 percent
requirement. This means that reductions due to the pre-195%0
FMVCP standards are not creditable but that reductions due to any
new standards promulgated after January 1,1880 are creditable.

We suggest that vou forward this information to your State
and local agencies. If yvou have questions or comments, please
contact Kimber Scavo at (919) 541-3354 or Laurel Schultz at (819}
541-5511.

Attachment
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ATTACHMENT

A specific question that has been raised is whether the 1996
projected emissions that are used to calculate the total required
reductions {(box "C¥ in the attached flowchart) should reflect the
effects of the noncreditable Federal motor vehicle control
program {FMVCP} and Reid vapor pressure {(RVP) reguirements.

There are at least three approaches to this. All three
approaches will result in the same answer 1f followed carefully.
However, some may be sasier than others depending on what work
has already been done. Method 3 may be the simplest of the three
because 1t does not require individual calculation of reductions
associated with each mobile source measure. In all cases
{including method 3}, full documentation must be provided,
including information on MOBILESa input and vehicle miles
travelled (VMT) used in the calculations.

States should also note that the test of the plan will be to
determine whether the reductions from the measures listed below
are greater than or equal to the "Reductions Needs by 1986 to
Achieve 15 Percent Net of Growth® {(box C -~ box D}. Because of
the possibility for errors in these reduction calculations,
States should double-check their calculations by looking at
whether the projected emissions for 1996, including growth and
all of the controls expected to be in place, will be at or below
the calculated 1896 target. If there is a discrepancy between
the results calculated by comparing the projected 1996 inventory
to the target and the results calculated above, it is likely that
some of the reductions have been double-counted. The EPA intends
to compare the 1996 projected inventory {(that should be submitted
with the documentation of the 15 percent rate-of-progress plan)
to the target as the primary test of whether a State's plan
demonstrates the required reduction.

1. Growth Proijections without Control Proiections

{z} The State can project the 18%6 emissions as if the
reductions from FMVCP and RVP will not occur. In other words,
the "19%6 Estimated Emissions {Anthropogenic)® is the "19%0 Rate~
of -Progress Base-Year Inventory” (box A} multiplied by the
appropriate growth factors. The on-road mobile portion of this
1986 inventory is determined by multiplving the 1990 emission
factors by the 1886 VMT. The "Reductions Needs by 1886 to
Achieve 15 Percent Net of Growth® {(box C - box D} will represent
all of the reductions needed by 1996, including pre-enactment
FMVCP and RVP that will occur anyway.

{} The reductions that will count toward this total are as
follows:

Pre-~enachtment FMVCP and RVP
I/M corrections
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Tier 1 {post-1880 wvehicle emission standards)

Enhanced I/M

Reformulated gasoline

RACT corrections

Reductions from any other stationary or mobile source
Measures

States should take care that the reductions are properly
calculated. For example, the reductions associated with the pre-
enactment FMVCP and RVP in this case are calculated as the
difference between the product of box A times growth factors
{1.e., 1990 emission factors times 1896 VMT) and 1996 projected
emissions with no new Clean Air Act {(Act) measures (1936 emission
factors with NEWFLG=5 and Phase II RVP times 1986 VMT). HNote
that this is different than the calculation used to adjust the
1880 base-year inventory.

The reductions associated with Tier 1 standards are then
calculated as the difference between 1986 emissions with no new
Act measures {(calculated in the previous step) and 1986 projected
emissions with NEWFLG=1 and Phase II RVP. Reductions for other
measures can then be calculated sequentially in the same manner
{i1.e., compare 1996 projected emissions with the new control
measure in place to 1996 emissions without the new control
measure in place but with all the previously calculated control
measures in place).

2. Growth Proiections with Federal Mobile Source Control
Proiections

{z} The State can project the 18%6 emissions as if the
reductions from FMVCP and RVP will occur, but no additional
mobile or stationary source controls will be in effect. In this
case, the 198386 Estimated Emissions {Anthropogenic})™ is
aessentially the 71880 Adjusted Base-Year Inventory” multiplied by
the appropriate growth factors. The on-~road mobile portion of
thisg 1886 inventory is determined by multiplying the 1886
emission factors ({(with NEWFLG=5, Tier 1 turned off, Phase II RVP
on} by the 1996 VMT.

{b} The "Reductions Needs by 19886 to Achieve 15 Percent Net
of Growth" {(box C - box D} will represent all of the reductions
needed by 1886, in addition to pre-enactment FMVCP and RVP that
will occur anyway. The reductions that will count toward this
total are as follows:

Tier 1 (post-1990 vehicle emission standards)
Enhanced I/M

Reformulated gasoline

I/M corrections

RACT corrections
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Reductions from any other stationary or mobile source
measures

3. Growth Projections with all Current Control Projections

{z} The State can project the 1996 emissions as if the
reductions from FMVCP and RVP and any other mobile and stationary
source controls, planned or in effect, will occur. In this case,
the "199%6 Estimated Emissions {(Anthropogenic)® is essentially the
¥185%0 Rate-of-Progress Base-Year Inventory" with the appropriate
growth factors and controls applied. The on-road mobile portion
of this 1996 inventory is determined by multiplving the 19%6
emission factors {with NEWFLG=1, enhanced I/M, reform, and any
other controls turned on) by the 1886 VMT.

{b} The "Reductions Needs by 1986 to Achieve 15 Percent Net
of Growth” (box C - box D} will represent all of the additional
reductions needed by 1996, The reductions that will count toward
this total are as follows:

Reductions from any other stationary or mobile source
measureas.
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11/8/%83

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Clarification of Issues Regarding the Contingency
Measures that are due November 15, 1983 for Moderate
and Above COzone Nonattainment Areas

FROM: D. Kent Berry, Acting Director
Air Quality Management Division {(MD-15}

TO: Director, Air Pesticides and Toxics

Management Division, Regions I and IV

Director, Alir and Waste Management Division,
Region IX

Director, Air, Radiation and Toxics Division,
Region III

Director, Air and Radiation Division,
Region V

Director, Alir, Pesticides and Toxics Division,
Region VI

Director, Air and Toxics Division,
Regions VII, VIII, I¥, and X

The aAugust 23, 1893 memorandum “Guidance on Issues Related
to 15 Percent Rate-of~-Progress Plans," from Michael H. Shapiro,
Acting Assistant Administrator for Air and Radiation, to you, set
forth the policy on accepting nitrogen oxide (NOx) measures for a
portion of the contingency measures that are due November 15,
19883, and for allowing committal State implementation plans
{8IP's}) for the contingency measure submittal. This memorandum
provides additional clarification on a number of related issues
that were raised after issuance of the August 23 memo.

NOx Reasoconably Available Contreol Technology (RACTY

Section 172 {(c) (8) of the Clean Air Act {(Act) states that
moderate and above ozone nonattainment areas Y., . . shall provide
for the implementation of specific measures to be undertaken if
the area falils to make reasonable further progress, or to attain
the national ambient air quality standard.®

In addition, section 182{c) (9) of the Act states that

serious and above areas . . . shall provide for the
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implementation of specific measures to be undertaken if the area
fails to meet any applicable milestone.®

Because the Act says that specific measures must be
undertaken if the area fails to meet a milestone, any measures
that are already reguired in any ozone nonattainment area would
not be creditable for the 3 percent contingency measure
requirement.* Therefore, since NOx RACT is already a
requirement, it would not be accepted as a contingency measure.
The only exception would be the early implementation of required
measures scheduled for implementation at a later date in the SIP.
In this case, if an area then failed to meet a milestone which
triggered the implementation of the contingency measures, the
State would have 1 vear to backfill the shortfall.

Note that measures that provide for emissions reductions
beyvond RACT would be creditable as contingency measures.

Control Technigues Guidelines {(CTG's)

States may adopt, as a contingency measure, rules for
categories where the Environmental Protection Agency {EPA) plans
to issue a CTG. When EPA finally issues the CTG, however, the
State will have to revise its SIP to ensure implementation of the
RACT rule by a date certain. In other words, the rule can no
longer be a "contingency measure”™ that is triggered by failure to
attain or failure to meet reasonable further progress. The rule
would thus have to be replaced with another contingency measure
after EPA issues the CTG because of the rationale stated above.
When a C7G is issued by EPA, States can consider moving a rule or
measure from its 15 percent plan to its contingency plan and
replacing the 15 percent rule or measure with the CTG rule. This
tvpe of transaction would require a SIP revision.

Maximum Available Control Technology {MACT), and Other Federal
Rules

Any reductions that occur because of implementing MACT or
any Federal rule are not creditable toward the contingency
measure regquirement because of the rationale stated above.

States may, however, use as contingency measures rules for
categories for which EPA plans in the future to issue Federal
rules. HNote that such contingency measures must be replaced when
EPA finally issues the rule. As stated in the discussion of
CTG's, a 8IP revision would be required when a State replaces
rules or measures in their 15 percent plan with the new MACT

'NMote that an area may use as a contingency measure a rule or
measure that is required for another pollutant (such as carbon
nonoxide) as long as 1t would provide reductions in volatile
organic compounds (VOC) or NOx.
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standard or Federal rule and moves the replaced rule or mesasure
to its contingency plan.

Episodic Strategies

Section 1232 of the Act states that an emissions limitation
may not be affected by any dispersion technigue, which includes
"any intermittent or supplemental control of air pollutants
varying with atmospheric conditions.” According to EPA guidance
documents,? by November 15, 1983, EPA expects the regulations or
measures that are adopted for the 15 percent rate-of-progress
plan to be fullyv adopted, real, permanent, gquantifiable, and
enforceable. Therefore, since episodic strategies do not result
in real, permanent, quantifiable, and enforceable emission
reductions, they will not be approvable for the contingency
measure regquirement, as well as the 15 percent plan regquirement.
The EPA's policy was set forth in, "Stack Height Regulation;
Final Rule,”™ 50 FR 27882, July 8, 1985.

Committal 8IP's

If a State elects to submit in its SIP a commitment for the
contingency measure requirement, it must include a commitment to
adopt, by November 15, 1994, the measures or rules for the entire
3 percent required. The commitment must provide as much
information as possible, but we recognize that in some cases it
may be difficult to list the measures that an area is considering
with a schedule because the area's modeling may not vet be
complete. Completion of modeling may be necessary in cases where
a State is considering NOx controls as part of the contingency
measures. Therefore, EPA will accept such commitments without a
list of specific measures, but the commitment should at least
note the possible kinds of measures under consideration for NOx
and VOC.

Please forward this information to your State and local
agencies. Your staff may contact Kimber Scavo at (818} b41-3354
with questions.

“Two of which are: "General Preamble for the Implementation of Title | of the Clean Air Act
Amendments of 1990, 57 FR 13498, April 16, 1992, and "Guidance for Growth Faclors,
Projections, and Control Strategies for the 15 Percent Rate-ol-Progress Plans,” FPA-452/R-93-
(002, March 1993,
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